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The Left Wants a Con-Con Too — Reprint 

This educational tool highlights the threat of a Con-Con from the Left and 
can help to educate pro-Con-Con Republican legislators about the dangers 
and possible ramifications of convening a convention. This eight-page, 
four-color reprint originally appeared in the February 5, 2018 issue of 
THE NEw AMERICAN. (Reprint) (2018, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 
1,000/$300.00) RPLWCC 


The Communist Manifesto 

The basic historical document by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels sets 
forth the principles of communism that still haunt the world today, though 
not always under the name “communism.” (2009ed, 60pp, pb, 1-9/$5.95ea; 
10-24/$5.25ea; 25-99/$4.95ea; 100+/$4.25ea) BKCM 


The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by Alexander 
Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 606pp, pb, $6.99) BKFP 
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For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 
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The Founders’ Second Amendment 

This account of the origins of the Second Amendment of the Bill of Rights is based on 
the Founders’ own statements, as revealed in newspapers, correspondence, debates, and 
resolutions. It offers a comprehensive analysis of the arguments behind the drafting 
and adoption of the Second Amendment and the intentions of the men who created it. 
(2008, 448pp, hb, $39.95) BKFSA 


Freedom Index — Reprint 

A congressional scorecard based on U.S. Constitution for the 115th Congress — votes 
11-20 and descriptions. Twelve-page, four-color reprint adapted from The Freedom 
Index that appeared in the February 19, 2018 issue of THE New American. (Reprint) 
(2018, 12pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPFI0218 


1984 

Orwell warns against a nightmarish world of the foreseeable future. He describes in hor- 
rifying detail a time when the state reigns supreme and the words “individualism” and 
“dignity” are nowhere to be found in the “politically correct” vocabulary of “newspeak. 
Originally published in 1949. (1990ed, 328pp, pb, 1/$8.95ea; 2+/$6.95ea) BK1984 
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DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 
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Joan Brown 
tok Kk Ink 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
kkk KK 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 


NEW Membership Benefits 

NOW INCLUDE: 

e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 


The John Birch Society 
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ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 
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GUN CONTROL 

“March for Our Lives” Lies 

by Alex Newman — The two most important words used to 
describe the march against guns in Washington, D.C., were “student 
led,” implying a grassroots movement. But those words were lies. 
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Getting Rid of Guns 

by Kurt Williamsen — Americans are nearly unanimous about 
the need to reduce mass shootings, but not about needing more 
gun control. That’s because evidence shows fewer guns mean more 
deaths. 


Infringing on Gun Rights Again 

by Gregory A. Hession, J.D. — Hidden in the new omnibus 
spending bill is an amendment that will take away the right to buy a 
gun for more than four million elderly Americans. 


benjaminjk/ iStock / Getty Images Plus 


BOOK REVIEW 


Desire Doesn’t Drive Reality 

by Laurence M. Vance — When Harry Became Sally gives findings 
from biology, psychology, and philosophy about those who claim to 

be transgender, and it tells why giving transgenderism legal clout is 

a bad idea. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


More Guns, Less Genocide 
by Dennis Bebreandt — Dispersal of power through an armed, 


freedom-loving citizenry is a bulwark against the crimes of tyrants ° 
and despots. a. 
THE LAST WORD 

STOP Funding the Revolution! 

by William F Jasper 
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School Shooting Solutions 


As the old saying goes, “When seconds 
count, the police are only minutes away.” 
Apparently in Parkland, Florida, this is 
not the case. The police were literally 
only seconds away, and they did not show 
up. This fact gives credence to claims that 
citizens with concealed carry permits and 
trained teachers carrying guns on school 
grounds in the United States should be the 
primary answer to mass shootings, espe- 
cially school shootings. 

Thousands of times each year, lives are 
saved and crimes prevented by the “good 
guys with guns.” 

WILLIAM F. HINESER, DPM 
Arvada, Colorado 


I can sympathize with children over the 
tragic deaths from a school shooter. But 
demanding that “something” be done is 
akin to demanding a law that says “every- 
one must be good.” It’s not so simple. 

The intent is noble, though the reality 
of any new law specifically preventing 
shootings is not very realistic. 

On the other hand, 3,200 people are 
killed by illegal aliens on America’s high- 
ways every year. That’s nine every day. 
And many of those are children. That num- 
ber is vastly higher than school shooting 
deaths, so where’s the outrage over that? It 
is a problem that does have a simple solu- 
tion, but is not politically correct. 

Let’s be practical and realistic in the 
challenge of preventing future tragedies. 

JIM GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


Facebook & Free Enterprise 


Should Facebook be penalized by gov- 
ernment for penalizing conservatives and 
manipulating data? Facebook is a private 
enterprise, much like any store in a shop- 
ping mall, and so far as I can see, it has 
the authority to establish its rules as it 
sees fit. If it wishes to be hypocritical, 
so be it. As with any free enterprise, if 
you don’t like the product or price, shop 
elsewhere! 

Facebook is a cesspool of liberal, porno- 
graphic, and contentious crap! The true ad- 
vocacy I would expect of any moral, Amer- 
icanist publication would be to summarily 
get off Facebook! It is the techno-feudal 
estate, the supreme “collective” of today, 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


all arguments of it providing mass commu- 
nication opportunities notwithstanding. 

That is how it operates, and its primary 
product is emotionalism. (Where else can 
you “fight” with so many “friends” — and 
who needs enemies when you have Face- 
book full of such “friends’’?) 

There is no onus upon Facebook to care 
about our opinions — until no one goes 
there anymore! 

DERRELL POOLE 
Sent via e-mail 


UN Day? 

On October 23, 2017, the president of 
the United States, in recognition of “the 
more than seven decades of contributions 
the United Nations has made to peace and 
security among nations,” proclaimed Oc- 
tober 24, 2017, as “United Nations Day.” 

Here are some of the “contributions” 
that were made by the UN in December 
of 1961 in Katanga, a province of the for- 
mer Belgian Congo, according to a book 
published in 1962 entitled Forty-Six Angry 
Men: The 46 Civilian Doctors of Elisa- 
bethville Denounce U.N.O. Violations in 
Katanga: 

1) “Murder and assassination of un- 
armed civilians”; 2) “rape”; 3) “arbitrary 
arrests, with or without brutality”; 4) 
“unmotivated machine-gunning of civil- 
ian houses”; 5) “taking of hostages”; 6) 
“multiple thefts and looting”; 7) “bombing 
of the Prince Leopold Hospital in Elisa- 
bethville”; 8) “Murder, wounding, arrests 
of hospital orderlies of the Red Cross”; 9) 
“aerial destruction” by mortars of “hous- 
es, schools, social homes, churches”; and 
10) “detention in concentration camps of 
30,000 to 40,000 Balubas.” 

The president concluded his proclama- 
tion by urging everyone in the USA “to 
observe United Nations Day with appro- 
priate ceremonies and activities.” The 
only “appropriate” ceremonies and activi- 
ties that come to mind involve a UN flag 
and a fireplace. 

JOHN J. TOBAK 
Bernardsville, New Jersey 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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“Pro-choice” Groups: Require Doctors to Perform Abortions 


Abortion proponents on March 26 made clear their displeasure 
with the Trump administration’s proposed conscience protections 
for healthcare providers, saying in effect that doctors and nurses 
who have religious objections to abortion should be forced to 
participate in the practice nonetheless. 

The Department of Health and Human Services’ (HHS) pro- 
posed rule, which largely reinstates a George W. Bush-era policy 
that had been scuttled by the Obama administration, is founded 
on anumber of federal laws guaranteeing that individuals and as- 
sociations participating in healthcare programs receiving federal 
funding — a category that today encompasses the vast majority 
of care in the United States — will not be forced to participate in 


practices to which they have moral objections. The deadline for 
public comment on the rule was March 27. 

Planned Parenthood, the nation’s largest abortion provider, or- 
ganized a comment-writing campaign, explaining March 27 on 
Facebook: “The Trump-Pence administration is trying to make it 
easier for a wide range of institutions and entities, including hos- 
pitals, pharmacies, doctors, nurses, even receptionists, to deny 
patients the critical care they need through a new proposed rule.” 

Planned Parenthood further argued that the rule “could lead to 
widespread discrimination in virtually every part of the health care 
system,” a message echoed by the pro-abortion National Women’s 
Law Center (NWLC), which claimed in a March 26 tweet, “This rule 
would allow religion or morality to interfere in the patient-provider 
relationship. The bottom line is that this rule puts patients dead last.” 

Both Planned Parenthood and the NWLC are essentially argu- 
ing that people whose moral compasses prohibit them from com- 
plying with requests for certain medical procedures should be 
compelled to violate their consciences. “Personal beliefs,” wrote 
the NWLC, “should never determine the care a patient receives.” 

The conscience protections of HHS are desperately needed be- 
cause, as LifeNews pointed out March 27, “There is increasing 
pressure for Christian medical professionals to not only assist 
abortions or perform them — but to refer patients to other people 
who will kill their unborn children if they refuse to do so.” The 
Trump administration deserves applause for restoring these le- 
gally mandated protections. 


Is This the Beginning of the End of Facebook? 


In the wake of revelations that Facebook data was breached and 
used to manipulate voters in the 2016 U.S. presidential election, 
the market turned against the company, with shareholders dump- 
ing stocks. The result of that sell-off is that the company, which 
had hit a peak in value on February 2, saw stock values decrease 
by 22 percent in the next three weeks. The total loss is estimated 
at a whopping $100 billion. 

As Facebook desperately scrambles to recover those market 
losses, the company has been hit with multiple lawsuits from 
both investors and users. As of the end of March, at least four 
lawsuits had already been filed against Facebook as a result of the 
Cambridge Analytica data breach. Three of those four lawsuits 
could become class-action suits. Any one of these suits could be 
enough to push Facebook closer to the edge of the cliff it has built 
for itself. Together, they could push it over. 

In addition to those woes, Facebook is also facing backlash 
from government agencies at both the federal and state levels. In 
2011 — three years before the 2014 Cambridge Analytica breach 
— Facebook entered into a consent agreement with the Federal 
Trade Commission (FTC). That agreement obligated the company 
to safeguard users’ data — something the company clearly failed to 
follow through on. As a result of that agreement, the social-media 
giant could face FTC fines of $40,000 per violation per day. 

Besides the FTC investigation and the other issues listed above, 
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Facebook is now in the cross hairs of investigations at the state 
level. Missouri Attorney General Josh Hawley announced this 
week that he is launching a probe into the data breach and how it 
impacted residents of the Show Me State. He is not alone among 
state authorities wanting to know what happened. As Bloomberg 
reported April 2, Hawley joined other attorneys general in sign- 
ing a March 28 letter requesting information about Facebook’s 
policies and practices for protecting consumer data. 

Just to top all of this off, the ongoing #DeleteFacebook cam- 
paign is continuing to gain ground, with users abandoning the 
platform every day. Considering all of the well-deserved prob- 
lems facing the company after years of harvesting user data, it 
may soon be curtains for Facebook. 
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The completely unplanned, unstaged, unfunded, and spontane- 
ous gathering of 75 students outside Rockledge High School in 
Brevard County, Florida, on the morning of March 30 was al- 
most completely ignored by the mainstream media. Organized 
by Chloe Deaton, a sophomore, and Anna Delaney, a junior, the 
event lasted 20 minutes, just long enough for the students to make 
their point: Other students in the same high school and around 
the country who urged more infringements on the people’s right 
to keep and bear arms didn’t speak for them. 

After playing the national anthem (no one kneeled) and “God 


Bless America” on loudspeakers set up on the school’s track, 
Delaney told her classmates, “We were built on certain rights 
and that was one of the original rights, that we should have the 
right to bear arms.” 

Seventy-five students, compared to the thousands — some say 
hundreds of thousands — of “students” bused in to Washington 
the week before, no doubt caused some in the freedom fight to 
ask: How can such low numbers of people who dare to speak the 
truth outshine the mainstream media’s anti-gun agenda, which 
aims to drown out or ignore that truth? 

The one-sidedness of the media slant was even more evident 
the next day when a grassroots gathering sponsored by Minne- 
sota Gun Rights and North Star Liberty Alliance brought together 
1,000 people at the state capitol in St. Paul to support the Second 
Amendment and to complain about their legislators’ determina- 
tion to infringe upon it. Once again, the silence from the main- 
stream media was deafening. 

When the mainstream media fails to report on such events, 
that doesn’t mean that those events aren’t occurring everywhere 
all the time. Those in the freedom fight take heart from such 
events, knowing that they do not labor alone. In the present 
case, those who are ignored by the media are far from alone: 
Polls show that less than half of students age 13 to 17 think that 
more gun control would reduce mass shootings, and that the 
vast majority of adults recognize that the availability of guns 
actually reduces violent crime and murders. 


Secession Push Grows as South African Regime Plots Land Thefts 


As the world has finally started realizing in recent weeks, 
South Africa is coming apart at the seams amid an explo- 
sion of violence, tyranny, and hate. Most recently, the rapidly 
deteriorating situation was exposed in South Africa’s Parlia- 
ment. In February, lawmakers there voted in favor of a rac- 
ist plot to confiscate property from European-descent South 
Africans without any compensation. The scheme to authorize 
mass theft, which requires a change to the Constitution, comes 
amid a growing tsunami of racist violence targeting Afrikaner 
farmers, often labeled Boers. There have been thousands of un- 
imaginably brutal “farm attacks” and “farm murders,” known 
as plaasmoorde in Afrikaans, since whites voted to surrender 
political power some 25 years ago in the face of a brutal com- 
munist terror campaign. 

One non-political civil-rights organization, CapeXit, formerly 
known as the Afrikaner Society, has already put the South African 
government on notice that the people of the Cape are working 
to secede using a lawful, internationally recognized process. In 
a December 2017 letter delivered to then-South African Presi- 
dent Jacob Zuma, the group said the effort would comply with 
the South African Constitution and international law. The area in 
question is known as the Cape region, which includes the prov- 
inces of the Western Cape, the Northern Cape, and parts of the 
Eastern Cape. According to the latest census data, a majority of 
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the region’s residents are Afrikaans-speaking Christians who are 
either white or what is known in South Africa as “coloured.” 

While all of the efforts are guided by, and in compliance with, 
South Africa’s Constitution and a variety of international treaties 
to which the central government is a party, the South African 
government is unlikely to accept any move that would threaten 
its wealth, territory, power, or prestige. But with the South Af- 
rican Constitution recognizing and protecting “the right of self- 
determination of any community sharing a common cultural and 
language heritage,” the law may be on the side of the secession- 
ists. And with essentially no acceptable options left, this may be 
literally a fight for survival. 


jcamilobernal/Getty Images Plus 


Widespread Criticism of Process 

to Get Spending Measure Passed 

“Whoever designed this process is not qualified to run a food 
truck. As bad as it looks from the outside, you ought to see it from 
the inside.” 

Relatively new in the Senate, Senator John Kennedy (R-La.) was 
far from alone in criticizing the Senate's manner of approving the 
massive $1.3 trillion spending bill. 


China’s Xi Jinping Gains Unchallengeable Power 

“T don’t like the word Maoist, but Xi is really bringing back the party 
in charge, but also bringing back a personified power in charge. Xi 
has, better than anyone since Mao, gone around the checks and bal- 
ances that were placed on him.” 


University of Hong Kong Communist Party of China expert Ryan Manuel contends that Xi has taken 


a risky path. 


President Again Lambastes California’s Sanctuary City Policy 


“California’s sanctuary policies are illegal and unconstitutional and put the safety and security of our 
entire nation at risk. Thousands of dangerous and violent aliens are released as a result of sanctuary 


policies, set free to prey on innocent Americans. This must stop!” 


On his way to inspect samples for the wall he wants to erect to impede border crossers, President 


John 
Kennedy 


AP Images 


Donald Trump brought up the harm being created by some com- 
munities — and the state of California — that have designated them- 
selves as sanctuaries where illegal aliens are welcomed. 


He Dares Call Passage of Massive Spending Bill a Conspiracy 

“The military-industrial complex continues to generate record 
profits from fictitious enemies. The mainstream media continues 
to play the game, amplifying the war propaganda produced by the 
think tanks, which are funded by the big defense contractors. This 
isn’t conspiracy theory. This is conspiracy fact. Enemies must be 
created to keep Washington rich, even as the rest of the country 
suffers from destruction of the dollar.” 

Former Texas Congressman Ron Paul criticized the Trump adminis- 
tration 5 foreign policy and the president's plan to have warmongering 
John Bolton named as the administration s national security advisor. 


Workplace Codes and Speech Can Now Cost Jobs 


“There are a number of formerly popular ideas that can now end your career: the belief that men and 
women have inherent psychological differences, the belief that marriage is between a man and a woman, 
and opposition to affirmative action. What’s happening today is that certain ideas about gun rights, and 


maybe gun ownership itself, are being cast in the realm of the 
morally illegitimate and socially unacceptable.” 

Writing in the New York Times, columnist David Brooks ad- 
dressed what has become known as the “Culture War.” 


Pelosi Answers Calls From Democrats to Step Aside 
“T am a master legislator. I am shrewd politician. And I have 
a following in the country that, apart from a presidential can- 
didate, nobody else can claim.” 
There is no doubt that, in some areas of the country, Demo- 
crat candidates know that holding membership in the Dem- 
ocratic Party means being tied to the famous California 
politician. Nancy Pelosi gave no indication of vacating her 
leadership post. / 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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QUICKQUOTES 


GUN CONTROL 


The two most important words used to describe the march against guns in Washington, 
D.C., were “student led,” implying a grassroots movement. But those words were lies. 


by Alex Newman 


of the other left-wing “news” out- 
lets, it would be easy to believe that 
a spontaneous uprising of courageous 
children all across America was starting 


I f all you watched was CNN or one 


10 


a revolution to protect life from evil gun 
lobbyists determined to see kids slaugh- 
tered. It also would be easy to believe that 
America has reached a “turning point” 
on guns and that the Second Amendment 
will soon be history. 

But as usual, the reality is far different 


than the picture painted by propagandists 
in the so-called mainstream media. In fact, 
the “March for Our Lives” movement was 
the very definition of a phony grassroots 
operation — often ridiculed as AstroTurf, 
a term that refers to the artificial grass 
surfaces found at sporting complexes. 
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The movement was based on a foundation 
of lies. On the bright side, though, thanks 
to the Internet and the alternative media, 
it seems that most Americans are seeing 
through the fraud. 

In the month of March, following the 
massacre of 17 students at Marjory Stone- 
man Douglas High School in Parkland, 
Florida, there were two high-profile events 
targeting the Second Amendment. The 
first, a “National School Walkout” that 
took place on March 14, involved students 
walking out of class at schools across 
America. The second, dubbed “March for 
Our Lives,” featured marches in Washing- 
ton, D.C., and hundreds of other cities. 

In both cases, the media presented the 
protests as “student-led” operations. And 
in both cases, the media lied. In reality, 
the events were carefully created and cho- 
reographed by powerful front groups for 
left-wing and globalist billionaires and a 
battery of activist organizations pushing to 
“fundamentally transform” America. And 
in both cases, the media ignored student 
survivors and family members of victims 
opposed to gun control. Deception was the 
common thread running through it all. 


National School Walkout 

Consider the National School Walkout 
on March 14. Often encouraged (or even 
forced) to participate by school officials 
and teachers, at 10 a.m. local time, stu- 
dents in cities across America got up and 
walked out of their classrooms. While the 
true number of participants remains un- 
known, much of the establishment media 
could barely contain its glee amid reports 
of “thousands” or “tens of thousands” of 
students marching out of their classrooms 
to protest guns. 

“Hey hey, ho ho, gun violence has got 
to go,” many of the students chanted, with 
the implication being that the right to keep 
and bear arms somehow causes “gun vio- 
lence.” Endless footage was broadcast 
by the press of children holding up signs 
demanding that their constitutionally pro- 
tected rights be further curtailed. 

What the media was less anxious to 
report was that many of the students and 
their parents were duped into participat- 
ing in what they believed was an event to 
honor the victims of the Parkland shoot- 
ing — not a protest to exploit their tragic 
deaths to push civilian disarmament. In 
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Appleton, Wisconsin’s public-school sys- 
tem, the school superintendent sent out an 
e-mail saying that students had the oppor- 
tunity to join a rally against “school vio- 
lence,” as if anyone is for school violence. 
And at least one Appleton middle school 
held a fire drill to get students to partici- 
pate. Numerous reports of such trickery 
emerged across America. 

Eagle Forum was one of the high-profile 
organizations sounding the alarm. “This 
walkout is about passing more gun control 
measures; but sadly organizers are trying 
to mislead students and families to think 
that this event is simply a time to honor 
victims,” Eagle Forum President Eunie 
Smith said in an e-mail to group members. 
“This walkout is being presented to many 
Student Government Association leaders 
and administrators as a 17 minute memo- 
rial to the 17 Parkland students who were 
killed while they were defenseless in their 
public school.” 

But obviously, that is not how the estab- 
lishment media portrayed it on the day of 
the events. In fact, more than a few in the 
left-wing press could barely contain their 
excitement as they hyped the walkouts 
supposedly favoring gun control. Some 
especially outrageous outlets openly sup- 
ported the walkouts. Media conglomer- 
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ate Viacom, which owns dozens of TV 
networks, even paused programming for 
the 17 minutes of the walkout on all of its 
networks, including MTV and BET. Other 
media giants kept the walkout at the top of 
the headlines all day. 


March for Our Lives 

Ten days after the national walkout, 
“March for Our Lives” rallies took place 
in Washington, D.C., and cities around 
America and the world, following weeks 
of promotion in the media. According to 
the national press, which was masterfully 
managed by high-priced public-relations 
firms on behalf of the “children,” “hun- 
dreds of thousands” of people supposedly 
marched on March 24 in “hundreds” of 
cities. What the press paid less attention 
to was the fact that some of those marches 
were held in nations ruled by mass-mur- 
dering communist dictatorships that liter- 
ally massacred their subjects after disarm- 
ing them. 

Phony initial reports at first claimed 
that some 800,000 people marched in 
D.C., leading USA Today to speculate that 
it could be “the biggest single-day protest 
in D.C.’s history.” Then, the estimated 
number was reduced to 600,000. Then 
500,000. And then, the truth came out. It 


Schoolyard games: Many students and families that participated in the anti-gun “National School 
Walkout” on March 14 were duped into believing it was to honor Florida shooting victims. Some 


were forced to walk out against their will. 
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turns out that the real number of attendees, 
even at the peak, was no more than about 
200,000, according to best estimates cited 
by CBS News — a number that, know- 
ing CBS, is probably still grossly inflated. 
And many “protesters” were bused in by 
billionaire donors. 

And even if 200,000 did attend, that 
was less than half the number expected 
and touted by organizers and their media 
allies before the march. And it was less 
than half the number who came to protest 
Trump at his inauguration. It was far less 
than the number who attended Trump’s in- 
auguration to support the president. It was 
not immediately clear how many might 
have participated in the small marches 
held in other cities. What was clear: Mas- 
sive amounts of trash and filth were left 
by the marchers across D.C. and beyond. 
Also clear: Hundreds of armed police of- 
ficers protected the marchers, in another 
example of supreme irony. 

Not surprisingly, the media painted a 
picture of heroic young children “march- 
ing for their lives,” pretending that this 
was a “student-led” event. Critics and 
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Making a mountain out of a molehill: An estimated 200,000 people, only 10 percent of the 
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historians, though, said publicly that the 
march was reminiscent of National Social- 
ist (Nazi) Adolf Hitler’s “Youth Parades,” 
a favorite propaganda gimmick of the 
murderous anti-gun tyrant who used gun 
registration records to disarm the public 
before beginning his mass slaughter. 


Making of AstroTurf 
What almost all of the media failed to 
mention in the “reporting” on both events 
was the metaphorical “man behind the 
curtain” — or perhaps the 800-pound 
screaming gorilla that was not even both- 
ering to conceal itself. In fact, at every 
step of the way, the events were guided 
by some of America’s most well-funded, 
powerful organizations, many funded by 
radical billionaires such as George Soros 
and Michael Bloomberg. These groups 
provided money, organization, logistics, 
public relations, transportation, and much 
more. Far-left groups such as MoveOn, 
funded by globalist and self-styled “god” 
Soros, were even boasting publicly that 
they were “leading” some of these efforts. 
Both the National Walkout and the 
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March for Our Lives were organized 
largely by the “Women’s March Youth 
Empower,” part of the extremist “Wom- 
en’s March” that organized the highly vul- 
gar anti-Trump protests in D.C. last year. 
Indeed, the group offered a “Toolkit” on 
how to “Organize Your Walkout.” It pro- 
vided a map to keep track of the events, 
a list of “demands” for the “students” to 
make (including a ban on America’s most 
popular rifles), sample letters to school of- 
ficials, access to legal support, PR services 
to get the events promoted in the press, 
and much more. 

“Women’s March Youth Empower is 
calling for a National School Walkout to 
protest Congress’ refusal to take action on 
the gun violence epidemic plaguing our 
schools and neighborhoods,” the far-left 
outfit said on its website. “Our elected of- 
ficials must do more than tweet thoughts 
and prayers in response to this violence.... 
By choosing to organize an event with 
Women’s March Youth Empower, you are 
committing to acting nonviolently, work- 
ing to de-escalate confrontations with 
others, and following the instructions of 
authorized event marshals.” 

How firmly the Women’s March con- 
trolled the “student” movement was also 
made clear in official documents ignored 
by the press. The March for Our Lives 
permit application for the D.C. protest, 
for example, was filed by Deena Katz, 
a professional AstroTurf leader and the 
co-executive director of the Women’s 


m students, marched against guns in D.C., ironically 
protected by armed personnel. Media hyped this march relentlessly, though it generally ignores far larger pro-life marches. 
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They want to dictate policy: Totalitarian-minded billionaires such as George Soros and Michael 


Bloomberg have provided hundreds of millions of dollars to the organizations behind the 
Astroturf “student” movement. 


March. The application even identifies 
her as the “person in charge” of the event. 
The fringe activist, who works alongside 
Islamic Sharia law advocate and fellow 
Women’s March co-leader Linda Sar- 
sour, is also listed as the president of the 
“March for Our Lives Fund” in incorpo- 
ration documents. 

Other board members of the AstroTurf 
“March for Our Lives Action Fund,” ac- 
cording to public records filed in Florida, 
include Vernette Walker, who is with an 
outfit known as Board Source that helps 
“increase the effectiveness of nonprofit or- 
ganizations.” Another is Jeri Rhodes with 
the far-left Friends Committee on National 
Legislation, who was also a former top 
executive at the ultra-far-left Greenpeace. 
Other directors include well-connected 
left-wing political operatives from Cali- 
fornia, such as Aileen Adams and attorney 
George Kieffer, chair of UCLA’s Board of 
Regents. The outfit was incorporated in 
Delaware. Most of its leaders are from Los 
Angeles; Washington, D.C.; and Chicago. 
None are students. 

Even a brief investigation of the 
Women’s March running the show 
would also have turned up more red 
flags than a Communist Party rally in 
Beijing. Consider, for instance, the net- 
work’s partners, which did much of the 
work to organize and execute the “stu- 
dent” marches. Among them: the Com- 
munist Party USA — long a tentacle of 
the regime that enslaved the Soviet Union 
and was responsible for the slaughter of 
at least 100 million people worldwide. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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From promoting the marches through its 
members and publications, to providing 
know-how and organizers, the CPUSA’s 
influence was massive. The Democratic 
Socialists of America, the nation’s largest 
Marxist group, was also a partner. 

Planned Parenthood, which butchered 
hundreds of thousands of pre-born chil- 
dren just last year, is one of only two 
“Premier Partners” and the only publicly 
listed “Exclusive Premier Sponsor.” The 
precise nature of the relationship was not 
made clear by either the Women’s March 
or Planned Parenthood, but it seems that 
the tax-funded abortion giant is one of the 
lead financiers of the operation. The most 
recent omnibus passed by the Republican- 
controlled Congress and signed by Presi- 
dent Trump includes another $500 mil- 
lion for the abortion and lobbying group, 
indicating that taxpayers may have been 
forced to fund protests against their gun 
rights. Numerous other abortion and ho- 
mosexual groups were also “partners.” 

At least a half-dozen Islamic groups 
are listed as partners as well, including 
the Muslim Community Network, the 
Muslim Women’s Alliance, and the Mus- 
lim Women’s Organization. The Council 
on American Islamic Relations (CAIR), 
a front group for the Muslim Brother- 
hood that was linked to terrorist group 
Hamas in court documents, was also a 
partner, along with some of its state and 
local affiliates. A broad range of other 
totalitarian, communist, extremist, and 
murderous organizations partner with the 
Women’s March network, too. 


AP Images 


Also among the Women’s March part- 
ners are more than 100 organizations 
that, combined, have received more than 
a quarter of a billion dollars from glo- 
balist Soros and his Open Society Foun- 
dations. The list includes the Center for 
Reproductive Rights, MoveOn.org, the 
Natural Resources Defense Council, the 
Center for American Progress, People for 
the American Way, the ACLU, Human 
Rights Watch, and other far-left organi- 
zations. And yet, the media was nowhere 
to be found in exposing information that 
is publicly available on the Women’s 
March website. Instead, the Associated 
Press published a “fact check” ludicrous- 
ly claiming Soros supports the marches 
but was not funding them — as if $250 
million in 12 years for the groups behind 
it did not constitute funding. Other far- 
left “fact checkers” also sought to deny 
the obvious. 

Soros’ MoveOn.org even boasted on its 
website about its role: “MoveOn mem- 
bers are mobilizing for the March for Our 
Lives on March 24, in D.C. and around 
the country.... MoveOn members around 
the country will be joining the events, 
and we’ll be asking MoveOn members to 
step up and be among organizers for local 
marches and actions that are looking for 
leaders.” In other words, despite the “fake 
news” pushed by the establishment media, 
well-trained left-wing activists bankrolled 
by Soros were literally bragging that they 
— and not students — were leading the 
“student-led” marches. Somehow Ameri- 
ca’s self-proclaimed “fact checkers” man- 
aged to miss that. 

To understand the significance of the 
massive Soros funding and influence, it 
helps to know more about the billionaire 
often called “Dr. Evil.” Consider that Soros 
has said publicly that Communist China, 
which has murdered more people than 
any government in history, has a “better 
functioning government than the United 
States.” The radical billionaire, who said 
on national TV he felt no guilt for taking 
part in helping Nazis seize Jewish proper- 
ty as a youngster, has also argued publicly 
that the regime ruling China should “own” 
what he called the “New World Order.” 
And like the murderous Chinese regime, 
which used Parkland to openly advocate 
the disarmament of Americans under the 
guise of “human rights,” Soros is a lead- 
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GUN CONTROL 


The Associated Press published a “fact check” 
ludicrously claiming Soros Supports the marches 
but was not funding them — as if $250 million in 
12 years for the groups behind it did not constitute 
funding. Other far-left “fact checkers” also sought to 


deny the obvious. 


ing supporter of more infringements on 
the right to keep and bear arms. 

The phoniness of the “student-led” 
narrative became especially clear in the 
days before the march. A representative 
of the establishment-funded anti-gun 
group known as the Giffords Foundation 
was actually caught on tape at a school in 
Broward County, Florida, coaching the 
“student leaders” of the march on their 
“talking points.” She also let them know 
that airfare to go to D.C. was donated by 
Southwest Airlines, that social-media 
accounts were being set up by profes- 
sionals for the march, that profes- 
sional PR services were working 
“media relations,” and more. 

The anti-gun foundation “has 
not only arranged an unbelievable 
itinerary for us, but they’ve got 
medical support, there’s security, 
there’s counseling, there’s media 
relations, pretty much everything 
that they could think of, they have 
arranged for us,” the representa- 
tive was caught saying. The leaked 
audio proved that not only was the 
rally not “student led,” but that 
the youth were being exploited as 
window dressing and props to con- 
ceal the truth about the real forces 
behind the scenes. Indeed, the rep- 
resentative told the media in atten- 
dance to “pretend like you’re not 
hearing this,” a request they were 
more than happy to comply with. 

Everytown for Gun Safety, the 
anti-gun front group for totalitari- 
an-minded former New York City 
Mayor Michael Bloomberg, sup- 
plied “operational and logistical 
resources” for rallies in Atlanta, 
Chicago, Dallas, Denver, Las 
Vegas, Milwaukee, New Orleans, 
and other major cities, the group 
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admitted. The group paid to bus activists 
willing to oppose guns to D.C. from major 
cities across America. And it also provided 
$1 million worth of “grants” to over 200 
“local organizers,” many of them seasoned 
communist and socialist activists. Through 
Craigslist, potential attendees were being 
offered money to cover meals and travel 
expenses. 

Aside from Soros and Bloomberg, 
other establishment elitists also show- 
ered money on the scheme. Some of those 
known publicly — the “March for Our 
Lives Action Fund” is a 501(c)(4), mean- 


Face of fraud: The establishment and its left-wing media 
allies — with help from top PR firms — perpetrated a 
monumental fraud on America, brazenly lying about the anti- 
gun marches being a “student-led” movement. 


ing it does not have to disclose donors — 
include left-wing Salesforce CEO Marc 
Benioff and crony capitalist Eli Broad, 
both of whom pledged $1 million. TV per- 
sonality and globalist Oprah Winfrey gave 
half a million, as did movie producer Ste- 
ven Spielberg, actor George Clooney, and 
author Stephen King, along with a barrage 
of other liberal Hollywood figures. Gucci, 
the fashion label that recently featured its 
models carrying severed heads down the 
runway, put up half a million, too. New 
England Patriots CEO Robert Kraft of- 
fered the team’s private jet to fly activists 
to Washington. 

Last but certainly not least: Big Labor 
is pushing disarmament, too. The Ameri- 
can Federation of Teachers, one of two 
radical left-wing unions that purport 
to speak for educators, has reportedly 
played a key role in advancing the “stu- 
dent” movement. Indeed, according to 
news reports, the AFT even bused chil- 
dren to Florida’s Capitol so they could 
lobby politicians to violate their oaths of 
office to support the state and U.S. consti- 
tutions, both of which enshrine the 
pre-existing human right to keep 
and bear arms. The AFT and the 
National Education Association, 
America’s two largest teachers 
unions, are listed as partners with 
the “Women’s March” as well. 

Despite all of the evidence being 
readily available, most of the estab- 
lishment press continued to parrot 
the objectively false assertion that 
this was a “student-led” opera- 
tion. The far-left Washington Post 
called it an “anti-gun-violence rally 
organized by students.” ABC News 
claimed the march was “spear- 
headed by the survivors.” The L.A. 
Times lied when it claimed the 
“student-led” march aimed to stop 
gun violence. CNN claimed, “The 
students of Marjory Stoneman 
Douglas High School led a historic 
march for gun control.” In reality, 
the students were mostly there as 
props, and the media knew the truth 
all along. The leaked audio from 
the Giffords Foundation was avail- 
able online days before the march. 

Ironically, these same shadowy 
groups have the nerve to accuse 
the National Rifle Association of 
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Seeking laws against liberty: Student David Hogg, raising a clenched fist typically associated 
with communists, was the public face of an AstroTurf movement created by a partner of the 


Communist Party USA and other extremists. 


being a “lobbying group” for the “gun in- 
dustry.” In reality, the NRA has millions 
of grassroots members — numbers that 
dwarf the supposed “hundreds of thou- 
sands” of agitators organized and funded 
by globalist billionaires and fringe left- 
ists. And millions more gun owners re- 
fuse to join the NRA because it often 
compromises on gun rights. 


The Child Props 

A handful of youth served primarily as 
props and window dressing to conceal the 
gorilla behind the curtain, but their words 
and actions revealed the real agenda. No 
single student has become more infamous 
than David Hogg, who was paraded across 
American TV screens for weeks on end as 
the foul-mouthed supposed spokesman for 
the next generation. 

“Today we are going to start a revolu- 
tion,” Hogg claimed on ABC News, ob- 
viously reading from a script but echoing 
“revolution” comments he had been mak- 
ing for weeks. “Today is the beginning of 
that revolution.” Speaking to the march- 
ers in D.C. from the podium shortly be- 
fore raising his clenched fist in a salute 
typically associated with communists (but 
widely compared with the Hitler Youth on 
social media), he added: “If you listen real 
close, you can hear the people in power 
shaking.” Of course, the people in power 
were behind the march. 

Ironically, a growing body of evidence 
suggests that Hogg has been serving as 
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a puppet for his radical activist mother, 
Rebecca Boldrick. Big League Politics 
reported on a tweet sent out from Hogg’s 
Twitter account that tags Facebook to ask 
that they remove a fake account posted in 
Hogg’s name. But the screenshot of the 
Facebook page shows Boldrick is logged 
in, not Hogg. “Now it appears likely that 
Hogg’s mother has a much larger influ- 
ence over the actions of the gun control 
activist’s public presence,” the online 
news service reported. “This also opens 
up the question of whether or not Boldrick 
is simply using her son’s newfound fame 
to promote her liberal agenda.” Hogg’s 
father, meanwhile, is a former FBI agent, 
and with the nation wondering how the 
FBI and local law enforcement could fail 
so catastrophically after being repeatedly 
warned about the man charged with the 
Florida shooting, it sure helps to change 
the subject to “guns.” 

Broward County high-school student 
Emilie Smith, who also received wide- 
spread attention for supporting gun con- 
trol, admitted on Twitter to deleting her 
posts “because my team asked me to.” 
No additional details on her “team” were 
provided. 

Another student who made headlines 
was the self-described bisexual Emma 
Gonzalez, who runs the “Gay-Straight 
Alliance” at Parkland and claimed to be 
speaking for the victims and their fami- 
lies, despite some of those individuals 
asking her to stop. Sporting a shaved head 
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and wearing a Cuban flag on her sleeve, 
which anti-communist Cuban-Americans 
said was pro-communist considering the 
olive green jacket she was wearing, Gon- 
zalez stood silently at the podium at the 
Washington rally for six minutes and 20 
seconds. That was the amount of time the 
slaughter at Parkland was able to proceed 
unhindered due to “gun-free school zone” 
policies and the cowardice of a sheriff’s 
deputy who waited outside. 

Also trotted out was Martin Luther 
King’s nine-year-old granddaughter. “My 
grandfather had a dream that his four little 
children would not be judged by the color 
of their skin, but by the content of their 
character,” she said in a reference to her 
grandfather’s speech. “I have a dream that 
enough is enough. That this should be a 
gun-free world. Period.” The media loved 
it, obviously. Nobody in the press thought 
to ask whether Americans should be get- 
ting public-policy advice from a second- 
or third-grader whose only qualification is 
being related to a famous person. 

Perhaps sensing that people were catch- 
ing on to the scam, Naomi Wadler, an 
11-year-old student, insisted that she was 
not AstroTurf. “People have said that I am 
too young to have these thoughts on my 
own,” she told the D.C. march. “People 
have said that I am a tool of some name- 
less adult. It’s not true. My friends and I 
might still be 11, and we might still be in 
elementary school, but we know.” 

While the naive children dominated the 
TV screens, the average age of the D.C. 
marchers was about 50 years old, accord- 
ing to research by University of Maryland 
sociologist Dana Fisher. “Only about 10 
percent of the participants were under 18,” 
Fisher added. And on top of that, the soci- 
ologist’s research suggests only about half 
of those at the protest were motivated by 
gun control to join the march, with the rest 
citing Trump, peace, or other causes. 


Pro-gun Students Ignored 

While the media endlessly hyped the anti- 
gun students, it largely overlooked the 
vigorous resistance to the gun grabbers 
by individual students, and even family 
members of victims. Indeed, a number of 
Parkland students have even been trying 
to make clear that the anti-gun extremists 
paraded around D.C. by globalist front 
groups do not represent anyone except 
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An often unwanted voice 
Despite criticism by vic 
families, Emma Gonzalez 
claimed to speak for victims. 
The Cuban flag, combined with 
her military-green jacket, was 
seen as a communist symbol 
by Cubans. 


themselves. But the press has done its best 
to ignore and silence those voices. 

One family member took to Twitter 
to speak out. “Hey @Emma4Change 
[Emma Gonzalez] please stop using my 
sister’s name to push your agenda, she 
DID NOT and WOULD NOT support it,” 
wrote Patrick Petty about his sister, who 
died in the shooting. “There were many 
failures that lead [sic] to the shooting 
at #MSDStrong however, to imply that 
people like ... myself along with millions 
of others, don’t care about the lives lost 
because we are #2A supporters is despi- 
cable. I lost my sister, I care.” 

The entire Pollack family, which lost 
their beloved 17-year-old, Meadow, in the 
shooting, was shut out of the media discus- 
sion, as well. Hunter Pollack, who was hop- 
ing to give a speech at the March for Our 
Lives in D.C. about his fallen sister, was 
denied access because he refused to support 
more infringements on the right to keep and 
bear arms. “They won’t allow me to put my 
voice out,” he was quoted as saying in local 
media. “I feel that they don’t really care 
about the victims families. If they did, they 
would have let me spoken [sic].” 

Andrew Pollack, Meadow’s father, has 
also been shunned by the press, almost 
certainly because he understands the im- 
portance of gun rights and was not will- 
ing to be a pawn of establishment billion- 
aires in their quest to disarm Americans. 
He has tried to tell the story of his heroic 
daughter — she died trying to protect a 
younger student — but the media has 
shown little interest. 
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An articulate pro-Second Amendment 
survivor of the Parkland shooting, junior 
Kyle Kashuy, has been ignored by most of 
the press, too. And he was not invited to 
speak in D.C., either. He has blasted Hogg 
for “egregious and inflammatory” rhetoric, 
criticizing the push for more infringements 
on gun rights. “It paints a bad light on our 
entire generation,” he explained. “Guns 
aren’t the issue.... Where was the call for 
no more failures by law enforcement?” 

The media ignored counter-protests 
that emerged across America, too, pre- 
tending that pro-gun young Americans 
did not exist. In Montana, a “March for 
Our Guns” featured high-school students 
speaking out on the importance of gun 
rights. “I believe that self-defense is a 
God-given right,” 18-year-old speaker 
Joey Chester was quoted as saying at the 
Capitol in Helena. “I don’t want to see that 
infringed upon for law-abiding citizens.” 
Lawmakers at the rally joined in, too, pro- 
moting gun rights for teachers and ridicul- 
ing the idea that disarming citizens would 
somehow make schools safer. 

Another student at the pro-gun rally, 
16-year-old Austyn Brown, expressed pity 
for his classmates who chose to attend the 
nearby anti-gun march. “They need to get 
educated about guns,” he said. “Media has 
been shoved in their head that guns will 
kill them, that guns are evil, and only bad 
people carry guns. That’s so untrue.” One 
youngster seen in photos of the event car- 
ried a sign with rubber duckies in a target 
reading: “Kids in gun-free zones are like 
sitting ducks.” 
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Numerous pro-gun rallies were held in 
Utah, Idaho, and other states. And at anti- 
gun marches across America, counter- 
protesters often showed up with signs to 
make their own views heard. As usual, the 
media largely ignored them, too. 

During the National Walkout on March 
14, a significant number of students re- 
sisted the gun-control narrative as well, 
although practically the only coverage of 
it came in local reports. “I feel it’s impor- 
tant not only to get better protection in our 
schools, but I feel it’s important to remem- 
ber the 17 people who lost their lives,” 
said Wesley Savage, a high-school junior 
who was quoted in local reports about the 
events in Philadelphia. According to the 
local CBS affiliate there, “About a dozen 
students held a counter-protest, defending 
the Second Amendment.” 

Some students suffered for defending 
their pro-gun views. When public-school 
officials in Middleburgh, New York, 
called an assembly on March 14 and used 
it to promote an anti-Second Amendment 
propaganda video demonizing American 
gun owners, at least one student objected. 
After the assembly, 17-year-old Christian 
Breault expressed his concerns about it to 
other students. In response, Breault was 
violently assaulted by an indoctrinated 
anti-gun student who had become agi- 
tated from the propaganda pushed by the 
school. Now, the student and his father 
want the principal to step down. 

In an e-mail, the young Breault blast- 
ed the school. “When they showed us 
the anti-NRA/2nd Amendment video by 
CNN I was furious to see that an assem- 
bly that was meant to be emotional and in 
remembrance of those 17 victims turned 
into a far-left political assembly,” he said, 
wondering how and why it happened. The 
video, dubbed “We call BS,” has been 
widely criticized and ridiculed for being 
dishonest and propagandistic. 

Breault said he believes the CNN video 
was “totally false,” noting that it painted 
him and all other students who support 
the Second Amendment or the NRA as 
“criminals” and “bad people.” “That type 
of video should never be shown in school 
except for maybe political classes like my 
College US Politics class, NOT in an as- 
sembly where the pro-gun students can’t 
defend their views,” Christian continued. 

Of course, as somebody who had al- 
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ready enlisted in the military with an oath 
to the Constitution, and somebody with 
self-taught knowledge of history and the 
reasoning behind the Second Amendment, 
Christian had to speak up. And so he did, 
telling other students why gun rights are 
so important. “The Second Amendment 
is a shield that protects the Constitution 
and the rights stated in it by allowing the 
people to bear arms and form militias to 
defend themselves from an oppressive 
government foreign or domestic,” he ex- 
plained. “It allows us to protect our free 
state of life. Think of the Second Amend- 
ment as a lock on a bank vault. Inside the 
bank vault are all of our 26 other amend- 
ments. Once you break the vault’s lock 
(taking away the 2nd Amendment), you 
have access to steal or take away every- 
thing inside. Once the government takes 
the right to bear arms away, that is when 
the people lose a grip on keeping the rest 
of our 26 Amendments.” 

For that, he was assaulted. And when 
he defended himself, he was punished. 
“Punishing the victim for defending 
themselves in my opinion is ‘BS,’” he 
added, a mocking reference to the CNN 
propaganda segment. Ultimately, the su- 
perintendent of the school district apolo- 
gized to parents for the effort to indoctri- 
nate students with politics. But countless 
similar incidents of indoctrination were 
not resisted or reported. 

Still, at more than a few government 
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Do only anti-gun students matter? Hero Meadow Pollack, 17, died at Parkland protecting a 


schools across America, despite over- 
whelming pressure from anti-gun faculty, 
some pro-gun students have been standing 
firm. In Minnesota, video even emerged of 
New Prague High School’s principal re- 
moving a student from a group of “walk- 
out” participants, simply because he car- 
ried a sign reading “guns don’t kill people, 
people kill people.” Apparently facts are 
not welcome at school these days. At Hill- 
iard Davidson High School in Ohio, even 
refusing to take sides in the debate earned 
senior Jacob Shoemaker a suspension 
when he refused to either join the march 
or join an alternative “study hall,” accord- 
ing to the Associated Press. Evidence also 
emerged that at least some schools were 
forcing teachers and students to partici- 
pate, whether they wanted to or not. 

In a series of viral tweets, 15-year-old 
sophomore C.J. Pearson also ridiculed the 
notion pushed by “the Left and folks like 
George Soros” that Hogg was the voice 
of the upcoming generation. “Today 
hundreds of thousands of young people 
are going to take to the streets to march 
for gun control because they have been 
fed this false narrative that the Second 
Amendment is discardable, the constitu- 
tion is obsolete and that guns are inher- 
ently bad,” he added in a video that has 
been seen almost 200,000 times. “That 
argument, that narrative — is B.S.” 

Pearson, who has been attacked by rac- 
ist liberals for being black yet supporting 
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younger child, yet media and anti-gun AstroTurf leaders refused to let her family members speak 


in favor of the Second Amendment. 
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President Trump, also displayed an in- 
sightful knowledge of history. “Remember 
Hitler? Joseph Stalin? Even some modern 
examples — Kim Jong Un and so forth 
and so on? The people that these regimes 
have oppressed I am sure would kill to 
have something like the Second Amend- 
ment, and I am sure that the Holocaust 
would have been a very different thing if 
those that Hitler sought to oppress had had 
the means to defend themselves,” he said. 
“First they come for our guns, then they 
come for our liberty.” 

Pearson pointed to a recent school 
shooting in Maryland stopped by a good 
guy with a gun, saying, “The right to carry 
and bear arms is what keeps America free 
and keeps our liberties intact. I will fight 
for it every single day and other young 
people should too.” Needless to say, CNN, 
ABC, CBS, the Washington Post, the New 
York Times, and all the rest of the estab- 
lishment’s propaganda organs were hard- 
ly beating down the boy’s door to get his 
opinion on guns. 

Instead, the media ignored the pro-gun 
students, and painted the protesters as the 
voice of students and the next generation. 
In fact, they warned politicians countless 
times that the “students” would be vot- 
ing soon. More than a few of the “student 
organizers” warned that politicians who 
did not fall in line would be voted out 
by future generations who understand 
the alleged wisdom of gun control. But 
of course, as they did with the pro-gun 
students, the press also largely ignored 
the data that would have revealed the 
fraudulent nature of the narrative. 

Consider: A USA Today/Ipsos poll 
taken after the Parkland shooting, for 
example, found that less than half of stu- 
dents 13 to 17 believe stricter gun control 
or background checks would help prevent 
mass shootings. Even with the govern- 
ment schools, the media, and the teachers 
unions pushing gun control, then, it seems 
that most American kids see through the 
lies. And as they get older and wiser, it is 
certain that even many of the misguided 
children who naively believe mass mur- 
derers will obey gun regulations will wise 
up and recognize reality. 


What Happens Now? 


With the march in the rearview mirror, 
and the facts still coming out, Americans 
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appear to be seeing through the fraud on 
multiple levels. The Internet and the alter- 
native media have led the way in demol- 
ishing the AstroTurf narrative that sought 
to blame gun rights while ignoring the 
fact that 98 percent of mass shootings in 
America were in “gun-free” zones, that 
every level of government had multiple 
opportunities to intervene, and more. Even 
leading Fox News personalities slammed 
the far-left adults using children as props 
to advance their political agenda. 

When it comes to adults, the news is 
even worse for the gun grabbers. An NBC/ 
Wall Street Journal poll released two days 
before the march revealed that American 
adults now overwhelmingly recognize the 
fact that widespread gun ownership en- 
hances public safety (see article on page 
19). The trends are pointing toward in- 
creasingly broad support for gun rights, 
too, with Americans becoming more and 
more pro-gun. Polls also show that Ameri- 
cans tend to be even more hostile toward 
gun control when it is promoted by out-of- 
touch Hollywood celebrities surrounded 
by armed bodyguards — and said celebri- 
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ties were key in promoting and funding the 
March 24 marches. 

Today, almost half of Americans say 
they live in households with guns — a 
number that is growing and that prob- 
ably underestimates the prevalence of gun 
ownership in America because many gun 
owners are unlikely to tell a random poll- 
ster over the phone that they have guns in 
their house. In short, the anti-gun Demo- 
crats and the children they are exploiting 
to advance gun control are on the fringe 
of American politics, despite dishonest at- 
tempts by the media to paint their antics 
and agenda as mainstream. 

Another “walkout” is being planned for 
April 20. But it’s not clear how much of 
an effect the AstroTurf protests will have 
on policy, if any. By exploiting trauma- 
tized youth and grieving parents duped into 
blaming gun rights — and ignoring those 
who recognize the absurdity and false- 
hoods of the gun-control argument — the 
gun-control lobby has made some small 
progress already. In Florida, despite being 
governed by Republicans, anti-gun forces 
were able to pass some relatively minor in- 
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fringements by pairing them with a plan to 
arm certain faculty members at school — 
the latter, an idea with widespread support 
among law enforcement. In Illinois, law- 
makers are working on a plan that would 
confiscate legally purchased guns from 
adults under age 21. And Congress snuck 
various infringements into the recent om- 
nibus, too. 

None of these infringements should be 
viewed in isolation. According to John 
Birch Society CEO Arthur R. Thompson, 
“We need to grasp that there is an agenda 
for disarming Americans. Today it’s the 
AR-15, tomorrow it’s Grandpa’s shotgun, 
and next year it’Il be our freedom.” 

For the sake of the unalienable rights en- 
shrined in the U.S. Constitution’s Second 
Amendment, Americans must expose the 
lies of the media and the phony “student” 
activism being directed by sinister anti- 
American globalists. After all, gun rights are 
among the most crucial, because they guar- 
antee all the rest of the rights listed in the 
Constitution, in addition to providing safety 
and national security benefits that are so 
massive they are impossible to quantify. Hl 


The index you’ve used to track whether your congressman is voting 
according to the Constitution now features cumulative scores online, 
as well as scores for former congressmen, at TheNewAmerican.com/ 
freedomindex. A perfect resource for the online activist! 
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Americans are nearly unanimous about the need to 
reduce mass shootings, but not about needing more 
gun control. That’s because evidence shows fewer guns 


mean more deaths. 


Not what, but who? The AR-15 rifle platform has been sold in the millions in the United States, 
yet the guns are only rarely used in violent crime. They are popular for having low recoil, low- 


priced ammunition, and accuracy. 


by Kurt Williamsen 


shooting in Florida, multiple groups 

around the country are clamoring for 
more gun-control measures, putting to- 
gether protests, marches, and school walk- 
outs to put pressure on legislators to do 
something to reduce gun crimes. 

Many students are getting on board with 
these protests, and their motivations are 
understandable because everyone except 
crazies wants to keep kids safe. 


[: the aftermath of the latest school 
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Because gun owners are also generally 
parents, everyone should be on the same 
page — in agreement to do something 
to reduce the number of mass shootings 
that happen in this country, while still 
acknowledging that in our relatively free 
society, no action will eliminate mass 
shootings altogether. (Even though some 
people are mean enough or crazy enough 
to kill indiscriminately, that doesn’t mean 
they aren’t clever enough to skirt any laws 
meant to stop them.) 

Many murders even happen in U.S. 


STORY 


prisons, where the convicts are under near 
full-time scrutiny by guards. According 
to the U.S. Department of Justice’s study 
entitled “Mortality in Local Jails and State 
Prisons, 2000-2013 — Statistical Tables,” 
approximately 22 inmates in local jails die 
of homicide each year, and 295 commit 
suicide. Three out of every 100,000 jail in- 
mates will die of homicide. That compares 
to a homicide rate in the U.S. populace at 
large of 4.9 per 100,000 people. If you 
can’t stop murders in prison by banning 
weapons, you certainly can’t stop them 
in society at large. Add to the figure on 
jails the fact that about 54 inmates in state 
prisons also die by homicide each year — 
again about three out of every 100,000 
prisoners — and 184 per year die of sui- 
cide. Plus there are homicides in federal 
penitentiaries. 

America as a whole also has a murder 
rate of 3.2 per 100,000 without counting 
homicides done with guns. 

Percentage-wise, the United States has 
a particularly violent underclass — a cul- 
tural issue; our country has more hom- 
icides in prisons, where prisoners are 
monitored by cameras and guards and 
where prisoners have no ready access to 
weapons (they must improvise weapons 
from items the authorities deem safe), 
than some countries as a whole experi- 
ence. As was mentioned, about three out 
of every 100,000 prisoners in the United 
States fall victim to homicide. That is a 
much higher figure than the total homi- 
cide rates across most countries in Eu- 
rope. According to the United Nations’ 
Office on Drugs and Crime, Norway 
has .56 homicides per 100,000 people, 
Sweden has 1.55, the U.K. .92, Italy .78, 
Austria .51, France 1.58, Germany .85, 
and Switzerland .69. Interestingly, target 
shooting is the national pastime in Swit- 
zerland, and young men — as part of the 
country’s militia — must keep military 
weapons in their residences, and its hom- 
icide rate is among the lowest in Europe 
(and most of its violent crime is commit- 
ted by foreigners). 

The question becomes, “Though we 
can’t prevent all mass murders, what 
measures would dramatically reduce mass 
shootings?” 

Both the National Academy of Scienc- 
es and the U.S. Centers for Disease Con- 
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Both the National Academy of Sciences and the U.S. 
Centers for Disease Control — anti-gun groups — 
came to the same conclusion: Not one gun-control 
measure in the world actually reduced violent crime 


and murders. None. 


trol — anti-gun groups — set out to find 
the most useful gun-control measures by 
scrutinizing the world’s gun-control laws. 
Both came to the same conclusion: Not 
one gun-control measure in the world ac- 
tually reduced violent crime and murders. 
None. The New York Post had this to say 
about the report by the Academy of Sci- 
ences: It issued a 328-page report entitled 
Firearms and Violence: A Critical Review 
on gun-control laws in December 2004, 
“based on 253 journal articles, 99 books, 
43 government publications, a survey that 
covered 80 different gun-control measures 
and some of its own empirical work [and] 
the panel couldn’t identify a single gun- 
control regulation that reduced violent 
crime, suicide, or accidents.” 

For students, who should be being 
taught to make decisions based on “logic” 
and “rational thought,” these studies 
should end any efforts to get rid of certain 


types of guns in order to reduce murders, 
especially mass shootings, for if no gun- 
control law can be shown to be effective 
at reducing violence and murders, they are 
not beneficial; rather, they are merely in- 
trusive, onerous, and un-American. 

But there are always responses ready 
against those who note the failure of gun- 
control laws: Skeptics question the studies’ 
conclusions, often claiming other studies 
have had opposite findings; they claim 
there isn’t anything else to try; or they push 
the idea that if such a law even stopped one 
mass shooting, it would be worth any in- 
convenience or loss of freedom. 

Unfortunately for innocent victims of 
murderers, the rationalizations are wrong. 
First, the studies showing that gun-con- 
trol laws don’t reduce violent crime are 
correct, as we can see by looking at some 
countries with very strict gun-control 
laws, such as Mexico, Brazil, and South 


Lockdown? Not so much — U.S. jails and prisons have homicide rates higher than many 
countries in Europe have as a whole, making a mockery of the likelihood that gun-control laws 


will slow the homicide rate in America. 
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Africa. In Mexico, according to a review 
of statistics by the UN’s Office of Drugs 
and Crime entitled “Intentional Homi- 
cides (Per 100,000 People) — Country 
Ranking,” despite strict gun laws, the 
murder rate is more than three times 
greater than in the United States (and 
kidnapping is so common that many busi- 
nessmen actually make regular payments 
to criminal organizations not to kidnap 
them). Moreover, criminal gangs in that 
country are so brazen about ignoring gun 
laws that they regularly assassinate police 
officers, and they even break into police 
stations and prisons, with guns blazing, 
to help inmates escape. Mexico’s gun- 
control laws are very stringent: Citizens 
must go through background checks that 
include criminal history, mental history, 
physical health, any past drug addictions, 
and provide a detailed reason to own a 
gun; and then citizens are restricted as 
to the types of weapons and the calibers 
of cartridge available (including banning 
the calibers associated with most “assault 
rifles”). 

Brazil, which since 2004 has required 
gun applicants to offer a good reason to 
get a gun and to renew a gun license every 
three years and has used that law to essen- 
tially forbid citizens from having guns, has 
a homicide rate of 26.7 people per 100,000, 
and there are an estimated nine million un- 
registered firearms in the country. 

South Africa — which generally pro- 
hibits semi-automatic weapons of all types 
and requires passing a very in-depth back- 
ground check, and in which civilians must 
establish a good reason to own a weapon 
and the sale of guns between individuals 
is prohibited and the number of cartridges 
one may possess is limited by law — has 
a murder rate of 34.3 per 100,000 people. 

The United States is presently 84th in 
the world in homicide rates, with 4.9 mur- 
ders per 100,000 people. However, that 
tells only part of the story since U.S. gun 
laws vary from one locality to another, 
and most murders in this country are done 
by gangs in cities that have very strict gun 
control, such as Detroit, which in 2013 
had 45 murders per 100,000 people. There 
are also Chicago, Oakland, Los Angeles, 
Baltimore, Washington, D.C., and more. 
These cities also have some the highest 
rates of violent crime overall. On the other 
hand, many areas of the United States that 
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No such thing as safe: Much of England has CCTV cameras monitoring the citizens, a large 
police presence, a military presence, and strict laws against the possession of dangerous objects 
— even knives — yet it has been bombed repeatedly since at least the 1930s. Here a memorial is 
taking place after a bombing took place after an Ariana Grande concert last year. 


have very lenient gun laws have lower 
murder rates than the European countries 
that gun controllers always cite as evi- 
dence that gun control works. 

The fact that gun-control laws don’t 
equate with less homicides gets buried 
if a person gets his news from left-wing 
sources such as the New York Times. Those 
news sources manufacture data and ma- 
nipulate comparisons to damn guns and 
gun ownership. One hears that, as the 
Times said in its article “What Explains 
U.S. Mass Shootings? International Com- 
parisons Suggest an Answer,” “The only 
variable that can explain the high rate of 
mass shootings in America is its astronom- 
ical number of guns.” (Emphasis added.) 
The “manipulation” here is done by focus- 
ing the argument on the number of mass 
shootings in the United States, rather than 
on the number of people killed altogether. 

The manufacturing of facts is equally 
apparent. According to the Zimes article, 
criminology professor Adam Lankford, the 
author of the main study the Zimes quotes, 
claims that the only underlying factor to 
which the large number of mass shootings 
in this country can be attributed is the large 
number of guns; it can’t be a propensity to 
violence by Americans, mental health, or 
anything else. The Zimes says: 


A country’s rate of gun ownership 
correlated with the odds it would ex- 
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perience a mass shooting. This rela- 
tionship held even when [Lankford] 
excluded the United States, indicat- 
ing that it could not be explained by 
some other factor particular to his 
home country. 


As is common among anti-gun publica- 
tions, the New York Times lied. In fact, 
the abstract for the article at PubMed said 
flatly, “The global distribution of public 
mass shooters appears partially attribut- 
able to cross-national differences in fire- 
arms availability but not associated with 
cross-national homicide or suicide rates.” 
(Emphasis added.) Ironically, the same 
criminologist also has other articles in 
which he explores other causes of mass 
shootings in the United States, such as the 
fact that U.S. media make celebrities out 
of mass shooters, almost ensuring copycat 
killers. An abstract from another of Lank- 
ford’s studies says: 


Findings indicate that the mass kill- 
ers received approximately $75 mil- 
lion in media coverage value, and 
that for extended periods following 
their attacks they received more cov- 
erage than professional athletes and 
only slightly less than television and 
film stars. In addition, during their 
attack months, some mass killers 
received more highly valued cover- 
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age than some of the most famous 
American celebrities, including Kim 
Kardashian, Brad Pitt, Tom Cruise, 
Johnny Depp, and Jennifer Aniston. 
Finally, most mass killers received 
more coverage from newspapers and 
broadcast/cable news than the public 
interest they generated through on- 
line searches and Twitter seems to 
warrant. Unfortunately, this media 
attention constitutes free advertising 
for mass killers that may increase the 
likelihood of copycats. 


Hence, the New York Times’ own reporting 
is as likely to be the cause of mass shootings 
in this country as the number of firearms. 
Too, the New York Times claims, based on 
the Lankford study, that since mental health 
spending in countries around the developed 
world is similar, mental health differences 
cannot explain why the United States has 
so many mass shooters. This an extremely 
weak claim. Similar mental health spend- 
ing between countries doesn’t mean that 
mental issues aren’t at play in the number 
of mass shootings in the United States. 
Many medications for anxiety and depres- 
sion occasionally cause homicidal ideation 
(the urge to kill others), and Americans use 
more of these drugs than any other society 
in the world. Moreover, the vast majority 
of mass shooters in this country took such 
medications. 

One last problem with the Times’ claim 
that access to guns means more mass 
shootings is that a mere few decades ago, 
guns were so accessible in the United 
States that Americans could literally order 
them through the mail from catalogs, and 
kids regularly brought them to school — 
either to target shoot after school or mere- 
ly to leave in their vehicles — and mass 
shootings in this country were virtually 
nonexistent. 

The culture changed for the worse; guns 
didn’t. 


Statistics on Guns and Crime 
The inconvenient truth for anti-gunners is 
that laws allowing Americans more free- 
dom to own guns and use them in self-de- 
fense are not linked with more homicides. 
On the contrary, more guns in law-abiding 
hands show evidence of discouraging vio- 
lent crime. 

Florida’s gun-control laws are relevant 
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Not going gangbusters: In Mexico, it is very difficult to legally acquire weapons, yet gangs there 
regularly slaughter other gang members, innocent bystanders, and police with guns. They even 
have the audacity to use the illegal weapons to attack police stations and prisons. 


here. Anti-gunners claimed when Flor- 
ida allowed concealed carry by citizens 
in 1987 that murders would skyrocket. 
Here’s what happened, as recalled by the 
Texas Concealed Handgun Association: 


Obviously concealed carry would 
turn Florida into another Dodge City. 
Blood would flow in the street. Fend- 
er-benders would turn into firefights. 

The fight was tough, but the Uni- 
fied Sportsmen of Florida succeeded. 
The Dire Predictions? A year later 
the president of the police chiefs as- 
sociation, who had opposed the bill, 
was asked if he had kept track of all 
the problems the law caused. “There 
aren’t any,” he said. 


Then, in 2005, Florida passed a law known 
as the “stand your ground” law, which said 
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that when citizens were faced with some- 
one threatening their lives, they didn’t 
have to flee from danger as a first resort. 
They could defend themselves immedi- 
ately. Again there were dire predictions of 
death and destruction, but it didn’t happen. 
Crime figures from 1960 to 2016, derived 
by disastercenter.com from several sourc- 
es including the Florida Law Enforcement 
Agency Uniform Crime Reports, tell the 
story. In the 1960s, Florida averaged 9.7 
murders per 100,000 people and 308.1 
violent crimes. In the 1970s, it had 12.6 
murders and 650.6 violent crimes. In the 
1980s, it had 12.3 murders and 976.9 vio- 
lent crimes. In the 1990s (after numbers 
of Floridians began carrying concealed 
guns), it had 8 murders and 1092.7 violent 
crimes per 100,000 people. From 2000 to 
2010, Florida had 5.7 murders and 726.6 
violent crimes. And 2010 to 2016 saw 5.1 
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murders and 480.5 violent crimes. Similar 
reductions in crime occurred around the 
country as gun restrictions were loosened 
so that people could defend themselves 
from criminals. I doubt anyone would be 
so foolish as to make the claim that Amer- 
ican culture is more friendly and forgiving 
now than in the past decades when Ameri- 
cans routinely left their doors unlocked on 
their houses. 


Guns Abroad 

While access to guns by law-abiding 
Americans apparently greatly reduces 
overall murders and violent crimes, we 
see by looking to other countries that 
increased restrictive laws and decreased 
guns aren’t a causative factor in making 
people more safe. Laws and a huge po- 
lice presence don’t discourage bad peo- 
ple who want to make a point or make a 
name for themselves. The U.K. provides 
a case in point. The U.K. is set on a ped- 
estal by anti-gun advocates because of 
its low rate of homicides with guns and 
its strict gun laws. Supposedly one leads 
to the other. But the evidence shows that 
laws and police can’t stop determined 
would-be attackers. 

After England effectively banned 
handguns in 1997, a 2002 Reason maga- 
zine article reported, “The use of hand- 
guns in crime rose by 40 percent” over 
the next two years, and the use continued 
upward afterward. (The reason that Eng- 
land has such low levels of homicides and 
gun crime is cultural. Even many crimi- 
nals there eschew guns. As the Reason 
article stated, “A government study [in 
England] for the years 1890-92 ... found 
only three handgun homicides, an aver- 
age of one per year, in a population of 
30 million. In 1904 there were only four 
armed robberies in London, then the larg- 
est city in the world.”) 

However, because robbers in England 
don’t have to worry about their victims 
being armed, most English burglaries 
happen when the victims are home; in the 
United States only about 13 percent hap- 
pen while the victims are home, the Rea- 
son article stated, because the burglars 
admit that they fear armed homeowners 
more than the police. 

There is much more evidence that 
strict laws and invasive government 
don’t stop bad people. The U.K. was tar- 
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geted by the Irish Republican Army with 
a terror campaign in the 1930s. The IRA 
launched hundreds of attacks because of 
England’s occupation of part of Ireland. 
In response, Britain sent troops into Ire- 
land, patrolled the streets, enlisted spies 
to find out who the terrorists were, asked 
citizens to watch for suspicious behavior, 
and clamped down on any suspicious ac- 
tivity and organizations. Yet the bomb- 
ings went on. Wikipedia reported on the 
bombings that happened just since 1971: 


Between 1971 and 2001, there were 
430 terrorist-related deaths in Great 
Britain. Of these, 125 deaths were 
linked to the Northern Ireland con- 
flict, and 305 deaths were linked to 
other causes — most of the latter 
deaths occurred in the Lockerbie 
bombing. Since 2001, there have 
been almost 100 terrorist-related 
deaths in Great Britain, the vast ma- 
jority linked to Islamic jihad and re- 
ligious extremism. 


Despite the huge government effort that 
the British expended and the enactment 
of laws meant to stop bombers and bomb- 
ings, terrorist attacks continued — and 
they continue still, only from Islamic ter- 
rorists in their midst. In May of last year, 
despite a police presence (which because 
it was England was likely huge), 22-year- 
old Salman Abedi exploded a suicide vest 
outside an Ariana Grande concert in Man- 
chester England, killing 22 innocent by- 
standers and wounding 50 others. 

The lackluster effect of laws and gov- 
ernment campaigns in stopping murders 
in the U.K. can be shown in another form, 
as well: When a rash of knife stabbings 
happened in England, authorities tried to 
take away dangerous knives as part of a 
large campaign to reduce the attacks. The 
results are notable for their failure. The 
UN’s 2014 Global Study on Homicides 
tells about an all-out effort to curb stab- 
bings in that country. Murders with knives 
were prevalent in certain areas of the U.K. 
so the government introduced programs to 
slow the killings. The study observed: 


Noting the severity of knife-related 
homicide, particularly among young 
people, the United Kingdom enacted 
the Violent Crime Reduction Act in 
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2006. Among its many provisions, it 
included raising the minimum age for 
buying a knife from 16 to 18 years 
of age, and increasing the maximum 
sentence for carrying a knife without 
good reason from two to four years. 
In addition, the United Kingdom 
launched the “Tackling Knives Ac- 
tion Programme (TKAP)” in 2008, 
in response to a number of knife 
homicides involving teenage vic- 
tims. Police in areas of greatest 
concern introduced a range of en- 
forcement, education and prevention 
initiatives aimed at reducing youth 
knife violence. The programme ran 
from June 2008 to March 2010 and 
demonstrated positive reductions in 
the number of homicide victims and 
suspects in the areas in which it was 
implemented, though the reductions 
were not proportionately higher in 
programme areas than elsewhere, as 
reductions of serious youth violence 
were noted across the country from 
2007 to 2010. [Emphasis added. ] 


According to the UN’s Global Homicide 
Study, youth carry knives in other coun- 
tries because they want them for self-de- 
fense, and knife attacks continue. London 
alone last year saw 80 people get mur- 
dered with knives, including 20 teenagers. 


There were also five teens shot, and one 
teen who died of multiple injuries. 

Police also reported that during school 
raids in London in November and De- 
cember, they confiscated hundreds of 
knives. The U.K. Independent reported, 
“Tt is the highest number of teenage hom- 
icides in the city since 2008, coming amid 
mounting concern over a rise in violence 
including knife crime, moped robberies 
and acid attacks.” 

In the U.K. criminals also use knives 
to commit many violent crimes, such as 
rape and robbery. In England and Wales, 
“There were 37,443 [knife] offences in 
the 12 months ending in September 2017, 
a 21% increase on the previous year and 
the highest number since 2011,” reported 
the BBC. 

And the number of serious crimes in 
the U.K. appears to show that there is sig- 
nificantly more violent crime there than in 
the United States. As the website Politifact 
states, though exact comparisons between 
the countries can’t be done because they 
keep statistics differently, we can analyze 
crime generally and see that the unarmed 
populace in the U.K. seems vulnerable to 
violent crimes. Politifact says: 


For England and Wales, we added 
together three crime categories: 
“violence against the person, with 
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It’s not the guns: When countries enact strict gun controls, murder rates and other violent-crime 
rates increase, often dramatically. For instance, London recently experienced at least one month 
with more murders than New York City, though violent crime used to be nearly unknown there. 


23 


Undoing gun laws: Gun control has never had a chance to keep guns from criminals because 
anyone with a decent machine-tool shop could always make them. Now low-end 3D printers can 
“print” most gun parts and high-end ones can print the entire gun — including the metal parts. 
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injury,” “most serious sexual crime,” 
and “robbery.” This produced a rate 
of 775 violent crimes per 100,000 
people. 

For the United States, we used the 
FBI’s four standard categories for vi- 
olent crime that Bier cited. We came 
up with a rate of 383 violent crimes 
per 100,000 people. 


And it should be reiterated that most vio- 
lent crime in America happens in urban 
areas with strict gun-control laws. 

In Australia, which is also praised 
by gun-control advocates because most 
guns, including rifles, shotguns, and pis- 
tols, were confiscated by authorities in 
1996, though homicides with guns did 
decrease to 17 percent of all homicides 
after the confiscation (homicides with 
guns had been declining steadily since 
1969 already), the overall number of 
homicides climbed, as did armed robbery, 
unarmed robbery, assaults, and sexual as- 
saults. Sexual assaults increased by about 
four percent per year. 

The proliferation of guns, even “assault 
rifles,’ cannot be stopped by legislation. 
Consider the experience of Israel, a coun- 
try the size of a small U.S. state, where 
there’s a military or police presence nearly 
everywhere and civilians must prove a rea- 
son to own a gun. In Israel, though it has 
very strict gun laws owing to the numer- 
ous terrorist attacks it has suffered and the 
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large Arab populace that often hates the 
Jewish authorities and supports the Pal- 
estinians, the Israeli publication Haaretz 
reported in a 2012 article entitled “How 
Easy Is It to Get Hold of Illegal Firearms 
in Israel?”: 


“Today, if you go to certain places 
and ask someone where to buy a gun, 
he’ll refer you to a second person, 
and by the third person you’ll be able 
to find what you want,” said a senior 
police official. “Whoever wants to 
get a weapon illegally in Israel will 
be able to get one.” 


The same article reported that a recent po- 
lice investigation 


uncovered a factory in Nazareth last 
year that was manufacturing guns 
and explosive devices and supplying 
them to dealers all over the country. 
What surprised the detectives was 
that the weapons producers were 
working according to instructions 
they had downloaded from the Inter- 
net — precise directives that showed 
them how to build weapons identical 
to those sold elsewhere. 


But those facts don’t appear to influence 
gun-control advocates, who want to ban 
many guns anyway. 

The Lily, a publication for women cre- 
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ated by the left-wing Washington Post, 
reported on February 15 that since 1966, 
1,077 people have been killed in mass 
shootings in the United States in 150 in- 
cidents. Unlike many left-wing publica- 
tions that try to conflate street crime and 
drive-by shootings by gangs with mass- 
shooting incidents — thereby making it 
look as if mass shootings happen nearly 
every day in the United States — the 
Post tried to get a true number of mass 
shootings, counting instances “in which 
four or more people were killed by a lone 
shooter (two shooters in a few cases).” 

In The Lily piece, the writers were 
rightly distraught about the number of 
homicides in this country as a result of 
mass shooters, but they seemed to blame 
the access to guns in America as the 
problem, implying that making certain 
classes of guns illegal would stop similar 
incidents. Happenings in France would 
seem to indicate otherwise. Since the 
early 1960s, France, which has had very 
strict gun laws for decades and doesn’t 
have a right to bear arms, has had 168 
people die in mass shootings (though it 
has about one-fifth the population of the 
United States). One hundred and thirty 
of these victims were killed in a massive 
assault by Islamic militants using ille- 
gal submachine guns. Lest we wrongly 
think that gun-control laws are stopping 
more mass shootings, the Washington 
Post reported — in a January 2015 ar- 
ticle entitled “France has strict gun laws. 
Why didn’t that save Charlie Hebdo vic- 
tims?” — about another mass shooting 
in France: 


Bloomberg reports that weapons de- 
signed for military use, such as the 
Kalashnikov AK series, have been il- 
legally flooding France over the past 
few years, with state bodies record- 
ing double digit increases. 

“The French black market for 
weapons has been inundated with 
eastern European war artillery and 
arms,” Philippe Capon, the head of 
UNSA police union, told Bloomberg. 
“They are everywhere in France.” 

The number of illegal guns is 
thought to be at least twice the 
number of legal guns in the coun- 
try. [There are roughly 7.5 million 
legal guns in France.] Weapons 
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such as AK-47s can be bought for 
the equivalent of a few thousand 
dollars. 


Like Britain, France has also had dozens 
of bombings since the 1960s, and it has 
also had a terrorist truck attack in which a 
terrorist drove a truck through a crowded 
street, killing 86 people. 

Again, laws don’t stop determined kill- 
ers; the killers merely find alternate meth- 
ods to kill their intended victims. As to 
wished-for laws, any and all new gun laws 
meant to forbid people from owning cer- 
tain weapons are as good as useless nowa- 
days anyway because advancements in 3D 
printers now allow people to literally print 
guns in their house by the dozens. New an- 
ti-gun laws are like locking the gate after 
the horse has escaped — futile and foolish. 

Even in Communist China, where defy- 
ing the government very often means the 
death sentence, the website gunfacts.info 
relates, “Chinese police destroyed 113 il- 
legal gun factories and shops in a three- 
month crackdown in 2006. Police seized 
2,445 tons of explosive, 4.81 million deto- 
nators and 117,000 guns.” 

New gun-control laws won’t deter deter- 
mined killers any more than anti-drug laws 


deter drug use by druggies or anti-drunk 
driving laws deter alcoholics from driving 
while intoxicated. Gun laws would work 
only if everybody willingly abided by them. 
When any individuals decide not to abide 
by them, the only real deterrence to crime 
is other individuals who have the ability to 
defend themselves (because when seconds 
count, the police are minutes away). 

Rather than reducing instances of mass 
shootings, any new gun-control laws will 
likely encourage more shootings be- 
cause the new anti-gun laws will mean 
that laws permitting law-abiding people 
to defend themselves will not get passed, 
and 98 percent of all mass shootings in 
this country have taken place in “gun- 
free zones,” where perpetrators know that 
their intended victims will lack the means 
to fight back. 

On the other hand, somewhat ironically, 
when guns are used to stop crimes, both 
parties often walk away unharmed. Crim- 
inologist John Lott reports in his book 
More Guns Less Crime that a national sur- 
vey he conducted in 2002 “indicates that 
about 95 percent of the time that people 
use guns defensively, they merely have 
to brandish the weapon to break off the 
attack. Such stories are not hard to find: 


French gun control: Though France has had strict gun control for many decades, the Paris 
massacre of 2015 saw 130 people killed and 413 injured by terrorists, some armed with 
automatic weapons. The head of the police union said that AK-47s are “everywhere in France.” 
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pizza deliverymen defend themselves 
against robbers, carjackings are thwarted, 
robberies at automatic teller machines are 
prevented, and numerous armed robberies 
on the streets and in stores are foiled.” And 
studies show that a victim of a crime is 
less likely to be seriously injured if he or 
she fights back with a gun. 

Also ironic is the fact that many of the 
same people who are pushing gun-control 
laws — despite the fact that all of these 
laws likely are unconstitutional under 
the Second Amendment and will infringe 
upon the freedoms of law-abiding Ameri- 
cans — are at the same time against rein- 
stituting alcohol prohibition and are for 
the legal use of marijuana, though both 
are linked to increased fatal car crashes, 
and alcohol is involved in most homi- 
cides. The gun-controllers are also often 
people who support sexual promiscuity 
for all Americans, though according to 
the Centers for Disease Control, in 2016 
34,800 Americans got AIDS from sex, 
and in 2014, 6,721 people died of AIDS. 
And treating AIDS costs our country 
about $16 billion per year. It is estimated 
that since 1981, 630,000 Americans have 
died from AIDS. Too, there are about 
20 million cases of sexually transmitted 
disease in America, half of which are 
caught by people from 15 to 24 years of 
age, which lead to sterility, infant deaths, 
ovarian cancer, and more. And many 
people who have these diseases know- 
ingly pass them on to others. They are 
sexual murderers. 

To avoid being complete hypocrites, 
gun-controllers need to be for freedom for 
all Americans, or for none at all. 

To end on a better note, there are actions 
we can take to reduce mass shootings. We 
can arm adults in schools; Israel has had 
good results with this even though it is 
literally surrounded by peoples who wish 
its destruction. We can fix welfare laws 
to stabilize families, as fatherless children 
are much more likely to commit crimes. 
We can follow the constitutional gun laws 
we have now, as many mass murderers, 
including Nikolas Cruz, have committed 
crimes that should have meant their guns 
were taken away. And more. 

Since everyone in the country should 
be on board with effective plans to reduce 
not only mass shootings, but homicide in 
general, this should be uncontested. Ml 
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Hidden in the new omnibus spending bill is an 
amendment that will take away the right to buy a gun for 
more than four million elderly Americans. 


by Gregory A. Hession, J.D. 


he 27 words of the Second Amend- 
ment to the U.S. Constitution are 
again under attack by a federal 
government that despises that brief sen- 
tence in our Bill of Rights. The newest as- 
sault on gun rights is a poison pill slipped 
into the recently enacted “omnibus” bud- 
get bill. It restricts the gun-ownership 
rights of up to 10 percent of persons over 
age 65, or more than four million elders, 
using a pretext that “financial incompe- 
tence” should curtail a person’s right to 
carry a firearm. 

Credit anti-liberty strategists for this 
coup. They organized the recent and very 
visible “March for Our Lives,” which used 
children as props to generate emotionally 
wrought pleas to ban guns. At the same 
time, they also quietly effected the inclu- 
sion of a measure to take away guns from 
the elderly in the massive “omnibus” ap- 
propriations bill. 


26 


Are Older Gun Owners Dangerous? 

According to a National Firearms Survey, 
more than 25 percent of Americans age 
65 and older own guns, which translates 
to more than 17 million people. But does 
advancing age or onset of dementia require 
the government to step in and deprive these 
elders of their right to own a firearm? 

When was the last time you heard of a 
mass-murderer over the age of 65? None 
of the notorious public-shooting events of 
the last few years were done by elderly 
persons. The median age of a mass shoot- 
er, according to one report, is 34, with 
very few over 50. So why would our en- 
lightened lawmakers focus their anti-gun 
power against those who are least likely to 
criminally misuse a gun? 

Duke University published a study of 
approximately 82,000 people diagnosed 
with serious mental illnesses in Florida be- 
tween 2002 and 2011. It found that persons 
with serious mental-health disorders did 
not misuse guns any more than the general 


Old and decrepit rights? The newest restriction 
on the right to keep and bear arms is directed 
at millions of older American who may need 
help with their finances, although the Second 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution states that 
the right “shall not be infringed.” 


adult population. Thus, people with mental 
illnesses are no more dangerous to others 
when they have equal access to guns. 


The Background-check System 
Congress established the FBI’s National 
Instant Criminal Background Check Sys- 
tem (NICS) as part of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act of 1993. When- 
ever a person wants to buy a gun from 
a federally licensed firearm dealer, that 
dealer has to run a background check to 
determine if the customer shows up in a 
federal database as a felon or with some 
other disqualifying characteristic. Private 
sellers do not have to run background 
checks, a source of endless irritation for 
gun-control advocates. 

Any information that could disqualify a 
citizen from purchasing a firearm ends up 
in the FBI’s NICS database via reporting 
by the 37 states that have laws requiring 
such reporting, and from several federal 
agencies such as the Department of De- 
fense, the Veterans Administration, and 
the Social Security Administration. 

When a gun dealer submits a prospec- 
tive gun buyer’s name to the NICS system, 
it will spew out one of three results: 

¢ Proceed: The customer may buy the 
firearm. 

¢ Delayed: The bureaucracy cannot 
make a clear conclusion about the cus- 
tomer, owing to a common last name or 
a garbled Social Security number that 
matches one of a known bad guy. 

¢ Denied: The FBI will not allow the 
person to buy a gun. About five percent of 
applicants are denied. 

Ten categories of people automatically 
earn a “denied” designation when the 
dealer runs a check. The list includes fel- 
ons, fugitives from justice, convicted drug 
users, mentally ill persons, illegal immi- 
grants, persons dishonorably discharged 
from the U.S. Armed Forces, those who 
have renounced U.S. citizenship, domestic 
abusers and persons with domestic-abuse 
restraining orders, and anyone charged 
with a crime with a potential prison sen- 
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tence of a year or more, regardless if there 
has been a conviction. 

While many people are fine with gun- 
ownership limitations put in place by the 
list, especially those affecting convicted 
felons or domestic abusers, some of the 
disqualifying criteria are not what they 
seem to be on the surface. For example, 
the “mentally ill persons” category is the 
one used to exclude many of the elderly 
from buying guns under the new omnibus 
spending bill, that may be applied simply 
because the person needs help working out 
personal finances. Most persons with do- 
mestic restraining orders have never actu- 
ally committed a violent act, but have been 
found civilly liable under a low standard 
of proof after a person claims “fear.” And 
“fugitives from justice” can literally mean 
persons who have not paid speeding tickets. 
And many crimes that can carry a sentence 
of a year have no connection to violence 
whatsoever, such as writing a bad check. 
In many instances, the people deprived of 
having guns have done nothing wrong, let 
alone something violent. 

The criteria to make the list shows one 
reason why a national background check of 
potential gun purchasers does not stop crime 
in any significant numbers. Law-abiding 
persons do not use guns to commit crimes, 
so background checks are unneeded for 
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Too old to be allowed the right of self-defense? The right to purchase firearms such as these 


handguns would be denied to any older American who was declared unfit by a government 
bureaucrat, without due process and with little recourse to fight the decision. 
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them. Criminals could not care less wheth- 
er they get weapons legally, so background 
checks do nothing meaningful to stop them 
from obtaining guns. Further, since murder- 
ers already get the death penalty or life in 
prison without parole, an additional year for 
the gun violation is likely no deterrent. 

Too, mass shootings are often motivated 
by revenge, anger, envy, a history of being 
abused, self-centeredness, and lack of com- 
passion or empathy (sociopathy). No back- 
ground check can pinpoint these pathologies 
or problems in an applicant. Nor does even a 
fraction of persons with some combination 
of these qualities ever decide to harm others. 
No one can predict who will kill. 


The Omnibus Spending 
Bill — Et Tu NRA? 
During Obama’s presidency, executive 
agencies worked aggressively to get Con- 
gress to ban Social Security recipients 
from buying guns if they had problems 
managing their finances. The rule was fi- 
nalized near the end of Obama’s second 
term. Fortunately, near the beginning of 
the Trump presidency, Republicans used 
the Congressional Review Act to nullify 
that regulation and to ban its reinstatement 
without a vote by Congress. 

Enter the recent “omnibus” spending 
bill, which placed all appropriations into a 
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massive 2,200-plus page spending extrav- 
aganza to cover most government operat- 
ing expenses for one-half of a year. The 
bill, passed by Congress and signed into 
law by the president, reinstates the rule 
banning the purchase of guns by allegedly 
mentally ill elders. 

Adding to the usual plethora of pork 
projects and unconstitutional spending, 
Senators John Cornyn (R-Texas) and 
Christopher Murphy (D-Conn.) intro- 
duced a package of gun-control measures 
into the omnibus bill. According to Gun 
Owners of America, their amendment 
will “strip millions of veterans, seniors, 
medical marijuana smokers, traffic ticket 
violators, and others of their constitutional 
rights, without due process.” Gun Owners 
of America, which describes itself as “the 
only no-compromise gun lobby in Wash- 
ington,” fiercely opposed the amendment 
and the final vote on the bill. 

The National Rifle Association (NRA), 
by contrast, thinks that infringing on the 
right to bear arms in this case is accept- 
able. “We applaud Senator John Cornyn’s 
efforts to ensure that the records of prohib- 
ited individuals are entered into NICS,” 
said NRA spokesman Chris Cox. He 
added, “The National Rifle Association 
has long supported the inclusion of all 
legitimate records in the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check System.” 

The supporters of this bill project a plau- 
sible pretext — even if it is totally false 
— that guns in the hands of elders with 
a touch of dementia are dangerous. Then 
they launch yet another infringement on 
a right that “shall not be infringed”: They 
make it almost impossible to challenge the 
government’s finding of unfitness to buy a 
gun by erecting an appeal system that only 
a bureaucrat could love. 


Obstacles to Getting Your Guns Back 
Denying a law-abiding citizen the right to 
own a firearm is a grave offense against 
the Constitution. Moreover, if that right 
has been denied, the government has 
made the process of regaining that right 
so difficult, daunting, and time-consum- 
ing that the process itself really becomes a 
constructive deprivation of the right. 
Under the U.S. Constitution certain 
steps need to be followed before the 
government takes away a right. It is first 
obliged to provide a person what is known 
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il 4. 
protection of 


personal firearms as much as anyone. Many elders also enjoy target shooting, hunting, and 


collecting firearms. 


as “due process,” giving that person an op- 
portunity to challenge any accusations in 
an unbiased forum. 

The Founders divided the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial powers of government 
into separate entities to check the inevitable 
tendency for government to grow at the ex- 
pense of the people. Yet due process has be- 
come an endangered species, as government 
has shifted more of its functions to agencies 
that operate outside the Constitution. 

For the last several decades, most ex- 
ecutive agencies at the federal and state 
levels exercise all three functions within 
their own walls. They legislate their own 
laws in the form of regulations, administer 
these laws by imposing unlawful burdens 
on the people, and enforce their own laws 
with an administrative judicial process. 
They sometimes even garb non-judges 
in black robes to give the appearance that 
their judicial processes are legitimate. 

For example, when the Veterans Ad- 
ministration makes its reports to the NICS 
system about persons who may be “adju- 
dicated as mentally defective,” any person 
on that list will be denied the right to buy a 
gun. The problem is how that determination 
is made. Regulations allow the decision to 
be made by a “court, board, commission 
or other lawful authority.” That means that 
unaccountable bureaucrats may make the 
decision about eligibility, rather than osten- 
sibly unbiased courts. Clearly, this denies 
persons of their constitutionally protected 
rights without offering them due process. 
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What’s worse, when a citizen is ag- 
grieved by the decision of an administrative 
agency, that person cannot just go to a court 
and challenge it. He must first go to the 
agency and request an administrative hear- 
ing, over which an employee of the agency 
— not an outside judge — presides. The 
administrative officer “finds the facts” of 
the case, and then applies the agency regu- 
lations to its hapless supplicant, usually rul- 
ing in favor of the agency, of course. Since 
this is carried out by unelected bureaucrats 
who are unaccountable to voters, decisions 
are often delayed for many years. 

Only after going through the agency 
hearing process (called “exhausting your 
administrative remedies”) and losing can 
a person request “judicial review” in a 
real court with a real judge. However, the 
opportunity for judicial review is often a 
hollow one. Through the 1984 U.S. Su- 
preme Court case Chevron U.S.A., Inc. 
v. Natural Resources Defense Council, 
Inc. the judiciary has made a deal with 
the agency devil. The court decided that 
judicial review would start with the facts 
as already decided by the agency’s own 
biased administra- — 
tive fact-finder, 1 f 
and not start over few Amer ital 
to see if the agen- ry e 
cy got the facts a 
right. After Chev- ’ & ; 
ron, both state and 
federal courts only 
review agency de- 
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cisions for “errors of law,” which are rare. 
Few decisions are overturned under this 
doctrine known as “Chevron Deference.” 

Ina real court proceeding, the most sig- 
nificant duty of a jury is to find the facts, 
and thus determine liability or guilt. The 
agency merry-go-round deprives citi- 
zens of that most basic protection of new 
(called de novo) review of the case by an 
independent court. 

The military branches, the U.S. Social 
Security Administration, and the Veteran’s 
Administration are the major sources of 
federal determinations of disability that 
are given to the FBI and used by NICS to 
prohibit the purchase of a gun. States also 
have their own agencies that provide infor- 
mation to NICS. Each agency has its own 
labyrinthine appeals process, which the ap- 
plicant must figure out before enduring the 
indignity of years of fighting the system in 
order to regain the right to buy a firearm. 


Using Children to Deflect Attention 
While the battle to preserve gun rights 
in the omnibus bill went on in the halls 
of Congress mostly unnoticed, except 
by hard-core activists and lobbyists, the 
media organized a far more visible public 
sideshow to advance their anti-gun posi- 
tion. The media featured a wall-to-wall 
spectacle called “March for Our Lives” to 
misdirect the public eye from the congres- 
sional leadership’s sleight of hand. 

The powers behind this march have 
been ably chronicled elsewhere in this 
issue (see article on page 10). In a clearly 
coordinated effort between the people in 
power and the media, anti-gun Marjory 
Stoneman Douglas High School students 
seemingly appeared everywhere to deliver 
a gun-control message. We cannot rely on 
media to give gun owners a fair shake, so 
we have to let our congressmen hear loud 
and clear that we don’t like what they did. 
It’s un-American, it’s unconstitutional, 
and it’s immoral. And we need to keep at 
them until they fold. 
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Desire Doesnt Drive Rea ity 


This book gives findings from biology, psychology, and philosophy about those who claim 
to be transgender, and it tells why giving transgenderism legal clout is a bad idea. 
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by Laurence M. Vance 


When Harry Became Sally: Responding 
to the Transgender Moment, by Ryan T. 
Anderson, New York: Encounter Books, 
2018, vii + 251 pages, hardcover. 


happened in a courtroom that would 

have been unthinkable just a few 
years ago. A judge in Ohio ordered that a 
17-year-old girl — who identifies as a boy 
— be taken from the custody of her par- 
ents and be given to her grandparents. And 
what was the great crime of the parents? 
The parents refused to call their daughter 
by her new masculine name and would 
not authorize her to undergo hormone 
treatments to begin the transition from fe- 
male to “male,” thus triggering “suicidal 
thoughts” in the teenager. The Cincin- 
nati Children’s Hospital Medical Center, 
where the teenager has been treated since 


[: February of this year, something 
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2016, advised the court that she should 
start treatments as soon as possible to de- 
crease her suicide risk. The court ordered 
that before any hormone treatment is al- 
lowed, the teenager should be evaluated 
by a psychologist on “the issue of consis- 
tency in the child’s gender presentation, 
and feelings of non-conformity.” 

America is in the midst of a “transgen- 
der moment.” Some high-profile men have 
transitioned to being “women.” Glamour 
magazine named biological men Women 
of the Year in 2014 and 2015. More than 
500 companies that have been listed on 
the Fortune 500 offer “transgender-inclu- 
sive healthcare coverage.” Facebook lists 
56 gender options for users. Especially 
disturbing is the existence of 45 pediatric 
gender clinics around the country. Court 
decrees involving children such as the one 
in Ohio are sure to continue. More and 
more Americans are accepting the pseu- 
do-science of the transgender ideology for 
fear of being labeled bigots. 

This is why America needs When Harry 
Became Sally: Responding to the Transgen- 
der Moment, by Ryan T. Anderson. It truly 
draws on “the best insights from biology, 
psychology, and philosophy” to expose 
“the contrast between the media’s sunny 
depiction of gender fluidity and the often 
sad reality of living with gender dyspho- 
ria,” as the book’s dust jacket maintains. 

Anderson is a rising star among cultural 
conservatives. He is the William E. Simon 
Senior Research Fellow in American Prin- 
ciples & Public Policy at the Heritage Foun- 
dation, where he “researches and writes 
about marriage, bioethics, religious liberty 
and political philosophy.” Anderson’s new 
book’s clever title is based on the classic 
1989 romantic comedy When Harry Met 
Sally, starring Billy Crystal and Meg Ryan, 
in which is explored the question of whether 
men and women can ever be “just friends.” 
When Harry Became Sally contains eight 
chapters, preceded by an introduction that 
nicely summarizes each chapter and fol- 


lowed by a conclusion, acknowledgments, 
29 pages of notes, and an index. 

Chapter one looks at “recent develop- 
ments in popular culture that have changed 
American opinion on gender identity,” 
“legal developments during the Obama 
administration that redefined ‘sex’ as 
‘gender identity,’” and how medical prac- 
tice has shifted “away from good medical 
practice and into what is becoming a trans- 
gender-affirmative mainstream.” Chapter 
two examines the thinking behind the 
transgender ideology by letting transgen- 
der activists speak for themselves, looks at 
transgender medicine, and explores trans- 
gender policy relating to restroom usage, 
school lessons, and the criminalization of 
“misgendering” someone. Chapter three 
contains the stories of six individuals who 
transitioned to the opposite sex and came 
to regret it because it “didn’t bring the 
peace and wholeness they sought, but only 
new problems.” Chapter four answers 
questions about “our nature as a sexually 
dimorphic species,” “how development 
as male or female begins at conception,” 
and “the many biological differences that 
result” from being either male or female. 
Chapter five looks at “gender dyspho- 
ria,” “sex reassignment” therapy, and the 
causes of “transgender identities.” Chapter 
six examines “gender dysphoria” in chil- 
dren and the experimental and frightening 
therapies that are being used to treat it. 
Chapter seven traces “our cultural gender 
confusion to its roots in gender theory and 
in certain strains of feminist thinking.” 
Chapter eight assesses the evils of gender 
identity policies as they relate to privacy, 
safety, equality, liberty, and ideology. 

Anderson points out that the problem 
with transgender activists is not just the 
agenda they pursue, but about “coercing 
the rest of us to go along with a radical ide- 
ology.” They seek to use the power of the 
state “to send the message that traditional 
convictions about human nature are false, 
discriminatory, and rooted in animus.” 
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They want to penalize | 
“Americans who believe 
that we are created male 
and female.” Any dissent 

is “irrational, bigoted, 
and unjust.” The major- 
ity who do not identify 

as transgender must con- 
form. High-school girls | 
can have no advance 
notice that a boy who 
identifies as a girl will 
be undressing in their 
locker room. Transgen- | 
der students should never 

be forced to use a pri- 
vate restroom. Students 
who feel uncomfortable 
sharing facilities with a 
transgender student are 
the ones who should be 
directed to use alterna- 
tive facilities. Parents 
not only have no right 

to know that their child will be sharing a 
shower or hotel room with a student who 
identifies as transgender, but also that their 
child is identifying as transgender. 

One does not have to be a medical doc- 
tor to understand Anderson’s explanation 
of what makes us a man or a woman. Sex 
is not “assigned” at birth, it is determined 
at fertilization. Males are determined by 
the presence of a Y chromosome (XY) 
and females are determined by the ab- 
sence of a Y chromosome (XX). This has 
been known since 1921. No one is born 
in the bodily form of another gender. It is 
universally true that the male fertilizes the 
egg cells of the female. But these are not 
the only differences between males and fe- 
males. Male and female bodies also differ 
in “size, shape, bone length and density, 
fat distribution, musculature, and various 
organs including the brain.” Anderson 
concludes that “there are biological differ- 
ences between men and women, and they 
are consequential for our health.” Many of 
these are the direct result of “the genetic 
differences between the two sexes.” 

Identifying as transgender can be a health 
risk. Anderson refers to studies showing 
that people who identify as transgender 
“have an elevated risk for various mental 
health problems” and “suicide.” They are 
more likely to suffer from depression, anxi- 
ety disorders, and substance abuse. And no 
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When Harry Became Sally; Responding to the Transgender Moment 


a The Hertege Foundation 


Enabling predators: In a report, the author documented “over 130 examples of men 
charged with using bathroom, locker room, and shower access to target women for 
voyeurism and sexual assault.” 


wonder, since “no controlled clinical trials 
of any feminizing/masculinizing hormone 
regimen have been conducted to evaluate 
safety or efficacy in producing physical 
transition.” Hormone treatment and the 
next step, sex reassignment surgery, don’t 
make men women nor women men. They 
make “feminized men or masculinized 
women, counterfeits or impersonators of 
the sex with which they ‘identify.’” Not 
only does sex reassignment surgery fail 
to reassign sex biologically, “it also fails 
to bring wholeness psychologically.” Ac- 
cording to the “largest and most rigorous 
academic study on the results of hormonal 
and surgical transitioning,” postopera- 
tive transsexuals faced much higher rates 
of psychiatric hospitalization, mortality, 
criminal conviction, and suicide attempts 
than control groups. 

If there is one part of When Harry Be- 
came Sally that is the most disturbing, it is 
the chapter on Childhood Dysphoria and 
Desistance. Most important is Anderson’s 
brief discussion of the causes of “discor- 
dant gender identity” in children. It comes 
as no surprise that “problems in family 
dynamics can play a role.” Although the 
vast majority of children with gender dys- 
phoria “naturally grow out of it, if they 
aren’t encouraged to transition,” some 
children approaching puberty are given 
puberty blockers “to prevent the normal 


process of maturation 
and development” and 
then, around age 16, 
are given cross-sex hor- 
mones, which they will 
have to continue taking 
throughout their lives. 
At age 18, some go even 
further and undergo sex 
reassignment surgery. 
Anderson points out that 
“there are no laws in the 
United States prohibit- 
ing the use of puberty 
blockers or cross-sex 
hormones for children, 
or regulating the age at 
which they may be ad- 
ministered.” Yet, pos- 
sible side effects of 
puberty blockers are 
“disfiguring acne, high 
blood pressure, weight 
gain, abnormal glucose 
tolerance, breast cancer, liver disease, 
thrombosis, and cardiovascular disease.” 

Anderson raises an important issue 
that transgender activists would rather he 
didn’t: sexual predators abusing gender 
identity policies to gain easier access to 
victims. Specifically, males who pose as 
transgender females to gain entry to wom- 
en’s restrooms and locker rooms. 

It is important to point out what When 
Harry Became Sally is not. The book is 
not an attack on homosexuals, bisexu- 
als, transsexuals, or those who identify 
as transgender. Nowhere does Anderson 
say that people who identify as transgen- 
der are “mentally ill” or that they deserve 
“scorn, contempt, and belittlement,” as 
some left-wing reviewers have claimed. In 
fact, he goes out of his way to emphasize 
that social conservatives should be care- 
ful “to be respectful and compassionate” 
toward people they may disagree with, 
“not to attack or marginalize people” as 
they “advocate for the truth,” and “not to 
stigmatize those who are suffering.” 

When Harry Became Sally is a fair, sen- 
sitive, informative, and well-researched 
book that all Americans would profit from 
reading in this “transgender moment,” and 
especially parents and health professionals 
who want to protect the health and well- 
being of children. I highly recommend this 
essential resource. Mi 
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Random Kindness, 
Freezing Weather, 
Warm Hearts 


When New Jersey was pummeled by 
winter storm Quinn in early March, 
many residents were left without power. 
And while some local companies might 
have seen the outages as a prime op- 
portunity to garner new business, one 
man, Andrew Van Jura IV, owner of the 
family-run Quality Comfort Heating and 
Cooling business in Somersville, New 
Jersey, decided he did not want to take 
advantage of others’ hardships to earn 
money. 

“Because of the unfortunate situation 
[put] on the community, between losing 
power and going through another storm 
... lam providing free labor to repair any- 
one’s gas/propane furnace that breaks as 
a result of the power outage and surge. I 
believe in helping my community in need 
and it’s my pleasure,” Van Jura shared on 
a community Facebook group page the 
day before the winter storm hit. 

“T will get your family through it [by] 
helping with damage control,” he added. 

There were, of course, some exceptions 
to the offer. Customers were responsible 
for the cost of parts, for example. Overall, 
however, many residents benefited from 
Van Jura’s kindness. He wired furnaces to 
portable generators, fixed units that were 
broken by power surges, and extended 
phone support to customers in need. 

Jenni Morenius of Califon, New Jer- 
sey, was grateful for Van Jura’s gener- 
osity. “On his way home from work, he 
stopped at my house while I was at work 
and hardwired the generator to my fur- 
nace for me,” Morenius said. “He also 
left me some extension cords so I could 
run my fridge and a small light. After I 
got my power back, he again came back 
and helped me take the generator off the 
furnace and also moved the generator 
from outside in to the garage for me.” 

Van Jura also helped Tom McDermott 
of Bedminster by replacing the ignitor on 
a furnace at his home. McDermott told 
MyCentralJersey.com that Van Jura was 
“very professional and very pleasant.” 

On his way to a service call on March 
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7, Van Jura even stopped to assist an el- 
derly man who was stranded on the side 
of the road. “He was stuck in the middle 
of the road,” Van Jura said. “He went up 
a hill in a little pickup truck that had no 
four-wheel drive and got stuck. He was 
putting salt down and trying to get his 
truck up the road.” 

“He was cold, tired and panting heavy. 
He was about to have a heart attack. I of- 
fered to use chains and get him up the 
hill, which I did. He was so grateful.” 

According to LifeZette, Van Jura is no 
stranger to good deeds. He is a member 
of the Somerville Elks Club, where he is 
actively involved in outreach and good 
causes. When asked what compelled him 
to offer his services for free, Van Jura told 
MyCentralJersey.com, “I just wanted to 
get out and help people. I wanted to do- 
nate my time.” 


A Surprise Text Message 


When Tony Wood received an acciden- 
tal text from a young lady named Syd on 
March 8, he could not have expected the 
wonderful ways in which his life would 
change. 

According to Good News Network, 
Syd had been trying on dresses at a dress 
shop and decided she needed a second 
opinion. She snapped a photo of herself 
and attempted to text it to a friend, but her 
text reached Wood of Spring Hill, Ten- 
nessee, instead. 

Wood responded kindly. “I believe this 
message was intended for someone else. 
My wife isn’t home, so I couldn’t get her 
opinion, but the kids and I think you look 
stunning in your dress! You should defi- 
nitely go with that one!” Accompanying 
his text was a photo of five of Wood’s 
children giving a thumbs-up. 

Syd was moved by the jovial response, 
and when she told her friend whom she 
originally intended to text, her friend 
posted the exchange on Facebook. It im- 
mediately went viral. 

Social-media users took a closer look 
at the people behind the kind photo and 
did some sleuthing. They found out that 
both Wood’s wife and his son Kaizler 
were missing from the thumbs-up photo 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


because they were at a chemo clinic when 
the photo was taken. 

Tony Wood posted a snippet of Kai- 
zler’s story on the website Love What 
Matters: “The day before Christmas Eve, 
we were told our little boy has Leuke- 
mia. There have been some major trials 
since then. Several bouts of pneumonia 
hospitalizations due to low IGG levels, 
silent seizures which led to him being 
life-flighted back in 2016. Through it all 
though, we know God is with us. He has 
shown himself to us on several occasions, 
and we trust that He will pull us through.” 

Kaizler’s family has been trying to 
raise money, but the last donation they 
received came four months before they 
received Syd’s random text. 

But once users discovered the fam- 
ily needed help, they posted the link to 
a fundraising page on social media, and 
the donations began to pour in. 

“Some Twitter users joined my son’s 
Facebook group and took the initiative 
to post the GoFundMe link themselves,” 
Wood told Good News Network. “It has 
been insane! The last I checked we’ve 
had over $19,000 donated since this all 
started.” By March 20, the page raised 
over $50,000, far surpassing its goal of 
$10,000. 

Donors offered kind words with their 
donations, while others begrudged a 
healthcare system that would allow a 
family to have to worry about finances 
during such a tumultuous time. However, 
Wood wanted to set the record straight. 
“I saw some comments on various ar- 
ticles where people were talking about 
how awful it was that we had to worry 
about this situation due to our healthcare 
system,” Wood explained in a YouTube 
video. “When we were at Children’s 
Mercy, their setup combined with Med- 
icaid has taken care of all of our medical 
expenses in that regard.” 

He explained that their financial strug- 
gles come from “loss of time at work, 
travel, and all the other myriad expenses 
associated with fighting this disease.” 

Regardless, the Wood family is beyond 
grateful for the outpouring of support 
they’ ve received from generous donors. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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More Guns, Less Genocide 


Dispersal of power through an armed, freedom-loving citizenry is a bulwark against the 
crimes of tyrants and despots. 


Erasing the Constitution: If leftists have their way, they will eliminate the Second Amendment 
because they consider it antiquated and dangerous. But large disparities in power between 
populaces and governments often lead to “death by government.” 


by Dennis Behreanadt 


ecent violence in schools, the death 
R of innocents at the hands of mur- 
derous teens and young adults, has 
once again induced statists to enlist the 
gullible and beguiled in mass movements 
aimed at overthrowing gun ownership in 
America and even in calling for outright 
repeal of the Second Amendment. 
Writing in the New York Times, colum- 
nist Bret Stephens has repeatedly called 
for the repeal of the Second Amendment, 
most recently on February 16, 2018 in the 
wake of the shootings at Marjory Stone- 
man Douglas High School in Miami, 
Florida. In that column, he referenced his 
earlier call for repeal following the terror- 
ist shooting in Las Vegas. 
“Americans who claim to be outraged 
by gun crimes should want to do some- 
thing more than tinker at the margins of 
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a legal regime that most of the developed 
world rightly considers nuts,” Stephens 
wrote on October 5, 2017. “They should 
want to change it fundamentally and per- 
manently. There is only one way to do this: 
Repeal the Second Amendment.” 
Stephens is far from alone in making 
such a dangerous and radical suggestion. 
In June 2016, David S. Cohen — who 
launches into his column by pronounc- 
ing, “I teach the Constitution for a living” 
— wrote in the pages of Rolling Stone 
magazine, “Sometimes we just have to ac- 
knowledge that the Founders and the Con- 
stitution are wrong. This is one of those 
times. We need to say loud and clear: The 
Second Amendment must be repealed.” 
While it is stunningly outrageous to 
hear sentiment from someone who claims 
to teach the Constitution proclaiming that 
a portion of the Bill of Rights should be 
overturned, radical statists in this country 


and elsewhere have long sought to remove 
both the right to defend oneself and the 
means to do so from the ordinary citizen. 

Even a former Supreme Court justice 
is calling for the Second Amendment to 
be overturned. Protesters “should demand 
a repeal of the Second Amendment,” for- 
mer Justice John Paul Stevens wrote in a 
column for the New York Times. 

The arguments made by those who want 
to end the right to bear arms never engage 
the ethics of self-defense. The right to life 
is intrinsic — it exists prior to government 
and thus is not granted by government. 
Since it is not granted by government, nei- 
ther can government revoke it. Every per- 
son has a right to live and, consequently, 
a right to protect his or her own life in the 
event that it is threatened. By extension, 
this includes the right to use tools such as 
guns and knives to conduct that defense. 
This ethical and philosophical background 
is what lies behind the Supreme Court’s 
majority opinion in District of Columbia 
v. Heller that “it has always been widely 
understood that the Second Amendment, 
like the First and Fourth Amendments, 
codified a pre-existing right.” 

Elaborating on this point, the majority in 
Heller continued: “The very text of the Sec- 
ond Amendment implicitly recognizes the 
pre-existence of the right and declares only 
that it ‘shall not be infringed.’ As we said in 
United States v. Cruikshank, 92 U.S. 542, 
553 (1876), ‘This is not a right granted by 
the Constitution. Neither is it in any man- 
ner dependent upon that instrument for its 
existence. The Second amendment declares 
that it shall not be infringed.’” 

The statists decry this, but have no cogent 
argument against it. Instead, they argue their 
case, disingenuously, from a utilitarian rath- 
er than an ethical position. Society experi- 
ences gun crimes, they say. Thus, to reduce 
or prevent gun crimes, the simple solution 
is to remove all guns from society. 

This is a seductively simple idea, but it 
is nonetheless deceptive at its base. Gun 
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Even a former Supreme Court justice is calling for the Second 
Amendment to be overturned. Protesters “should demand a repeal of 
the Second Amendment,” former Justice John Pau! Stevens wrote in a 


column for the New York Times. 


control, even outright confiscation, would 
not remove guns from society. All it would 
do is remove guns from the majority of 
law-abiding people. Plenty of firearms and 
other weapons would remain available, as 
other contraband does even now, on the 
black market. But worse, potentially, is 
the fact that government authorities would 
continue to have access to weapons of 
every type of sophistication and lethality. 

In the absence of the Second Amend- 
ment, government would have a de facto 
monopoly on guns. 

This obvious fact is overlooked by 
those who are easily manipulated by 
liberal demagoguery. And it’s one that’s 
embraced by those same demagogues. 
After all, the entire program of the or- 
ganized political left wing is to build 
up the power of government as much as 
possible. Putting the majority of weap- 
onry in the hands of government is an 
effective means of achieving that end. 
It’s also a means of setting up the poten- 
tial for catastrophic genocides and other 
unspeakable crimes against humanity by 


creating an unbalanced concentration of 
power that is pregnant with the possibil- 
ity of misuse and abuse, something the 
bloody history of mankind’s past atroci- 
ties amply demonstrates. 


Power Gradients 

A gradient is an increase or decrease in 
magnitude. Nature is full of gradients and 
life itself depends on them. As one ex- 
ample, a difference in ion concentrations 
across a membrane in biological systems 
creates a gradient that is necessary for the 
functioning of nerve cells. In engineering, 
as another example, our own power sys- 
tems depend on gradients. Consider hy- 
droelectric power: Water pressure across 
a dam is an example of a gradient. 

This last example is starkly illustrative. 
Consider the immense power stored as 
water pressure behind the Hoover Dam. 
There is much less pressure below the dam 
than above and behind the dam. Should 
the dam fail, anything at the bottom of the 
gradient would be wiped out. 

This translates to the issue of gun con- 


Ethnic cleansing: In 1915, the Muslim Ottoman Turks decided to end any possibility of an 
insurrection by Armenian Christians by killing them all: men, women, and children. The unarmed 
Armenians were powerless to resist. 
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trol quite well. A strict government mo- 
nopoly on guns creates a concentration 
of power of significant magnitude in the 
hands of government, while at the other 
side of the gradient is a defenseless major- 
ity that is almost entirely powerless. This 
creates a delicate and dangerous situa- 
tion — any disruption threatens to cause 
a frightful dispersion of power down the 
gradient from the side of high concen- 
tration to the side of low concentration. 
When that happens in a socio-political 
context, massive crimes against humanity, 
including genocide and ethnic cleansing, 
are often the result. 

Sadly, history gives us many disturbing 
examples of this phenomenon. 


The Armenian Genocide 


“In view of the present situation the total 
extermination of the Armenian race has 
been decided by an imperial order.” 

— Deputy Commander General and 
Minister of War Ismail Enver Pasha 


Thus did the government of the Ottoman 
Empire, then controlled by a triumvirate 
of the so-called Young Turks that included 
Ismail Enver Pasha, decide to kill millions. 
The conditions that led to this order, and to 
the actual genocide of nearly two million 
innocents in Turkey, is a textbook case of 
the danger of an extreme power gradient. 

The Ottoman Empire was established 
after the conquest of the Byzantine Empire 
and the fall of Constantinople at the hands 
of the Turks in 1453. This was something 
new and ominous in all of known history 
to that time. Constantinople was a great 
Christian city, its environs the heartland of 
a Christian empire of such long standing 
that its destruction was hardly something 
that could be contemplated. And yet, ar- 
rayed against it was a great army of Turks 
employing enormous cannons — the lat- 
est military technology — and against 
which the famous walls of the city would 
prove no defense. 

The night before the final assault on 
the city, those who remained gathered 
in the great church of St. Sophia. It was 
to be the last Christian service to be held 
there. Some hours later, the next day, the 
last Byzantine emperor fell in battle, and 
the Turks captured the city and engaged 
in three days of plunder during which 
thousands were murdered. Fleeing the in- 
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Parties in power: The Muslim Ottoman Turks overran the Christian Byzantine Empire, eventually 
wiping out Christians. Mass killings happen regularly when one ethnic or political group becomes 
very powerful, happening in North Korea, Yugoslavia, Portugal, Rwanda, Ukraine, Somalia, etc. 


vaders, “A great multitude of Greeks took 
refuge in St. Sophia, hoping for safety 
there,” recounted historian A.A. Vasiliev 
in his two-volume History of the Byzan- 
tine Empire. “But the Turks broke in the 
entrance gate and poured into the church; 
they murdered and insulted the Greeks 
who were hiding there, without distinction 
of sex or age.” 

The days of plunder, murder, and de- 
struction reached throughout the great city. 
“According to the unanimous indication of 
the sources,” wrote Vasiliev, “the pillage 
of the city, as Muhammad had promised 
his soldiers, lasted for three days and three 
nights. The population was mercilessly 
murdered.” 

So passed the empire of the Byzantines 
into the hands of the Muslim Turks. The 
Christian citizens of the now-lost great 
empire became ahl al-dhimma — “the 
people of dhimma,” within the realm of 
the new and immensely powerful Otto- 
man Empire. 

This status is defined in Islamic law. 
“According to shari’a, tolerance of re- 
ligions based on previous divine revela- 
tions was not a merit but a duty,” wrote 
Princeton University Middle East Studies 
scholar Bernard Lewis. “In the lands under 
Muslim rule, Islamic law required that 
Jews and Christians be allowed to practice 
their religions and run their own affairs, 
subject to certain disabilities.” 

In the Ottoman Empire, this meant that 
Jews and Christians would be recognized 
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as part of a system of subservient internal 
states. In his History of the Arab Peoples, 
the late Oxford historian Albert Hourani 
described the arrangement: 


The various Jewish and Christian 
communities had a special position, 
because they paid the poll tax and 
had their own legal systems of per- 
sonal law, and also because the gov- 
ernment had to be assured of their 
loyalty. In the capital and the prov- 
inces, the government recognized 
a spiritual head of each community 
as having a certain legal jurisdiction 
and being responsible for collecting 
the jizya [the poll tax on every adult 
male] and maintaining order. 


Still, as dhimmis and “second class citi- 
zens” of the empire, Jews and Christians 
fell under the many other restrictions re- 
quired by Islamic law. These included, 
according to Bernard Lewis, “the wear- 
ing of distinguishing garments or badges, 
and a ban on bearing arms, riding horses, 
owning Muslim slaves, or overtopping 
Muslim buildings.” 

The inability to be armed would prove 
destructive. As a result of this, early in the 
history of the Ottoman Empire, the condi- 
tions for a worsening power gradient be- 
tween the Muslim ruling minority and their 
captive second-class citizens were created. 
The system of separate faith-based states 
within the empire, the so-called “millet” 


system, sufficed until the mid-19th cen- 
tury to moderate this gradient to a degree, 
keeping the empire relatively stable. But 
as European Christian states grew ever 
stronger in commerce, military affairs, 
and general influence, including in Rus- 
sia, nationalist feeling, especially among 
the Christians of the Ottoman Empire — 
including the Armenians — grew. Com- 
bined with the loss of their European ter- 
ritories, the Turks of the Ottoman Empire 
felt increasingly under siege. 

Simultaneously with the rise of nation- 
alist feeling among the Armenians was a 
similar rise in nationalist feeling among 
the Turks. The situation grew volatile 
after the Ottoman Empire lost a war 
with Russia. By treaty in 1878, territo- 
ries with large populations of Armenians 
were ceded to Russia. Those remaining 
in Ottoman districts were increasingly 
distrusted. The Turks afterward began 
to fear the rise of an Armenian Christian 
nationalist fifth column. 

They weren’t entirely wrong. Though 
lacking rights, being generally dispersed, 
and losing large numbers to Russia, none- 
theless two Armenian nationalist groups 
had arisen, the Hunchak Society and the 
Armenian Revolutionary Federation, bet- 
ter known as the Dashnaks. To the Turks, 
both were terrorist groups. This was per- 
haps a justified designation. “Both societ- 
ies espoused the use of violence to achieve 
Armenian political aims,” noted Oxford 
historian Eugene Rogan in his The Fall of 
the Ottomans. “They saw themselves as 
freedom fighters.” 

Their activities proved to be destabiliz- 
ing. The greater mass of Armenians had 
no way to protect themselves, and often 
had to pay “protection money” on top of 
taxes. Naturally, this contributed greatly 
to Armenian discontent, and some refused 
to pay the protection money, lighting the 
spark of bloodshed. 

“The violence began in the Sasun region 
of southeastern Anatolia in the summer of 
1894, when Kurdish nomads attacked Ar- 
menian villagers for refusing to make the 
traditional protection payments on top of 
their tax payments to Ottoman officials,” 
Rogan recounts. “Armenian activists took 
up the cause of the overtaxed Armenian 
peasants and encouraged their revolt.... The 
Ottoman government dispatched the Fourth 
Army, reinforced by a Kurdish cavalry reg- 
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The arguments made by those who want to end the right to bear 
arms never engage the ethics of self-defense. The right to life is 
intrinsic — it exists prior to government and thus is not granted 


by government. Since it is not granted by government, neither can 


government revoke it. 


iment, in a bid to restore order. Thousands 
of Armenians were killed as a result.” 

This led the Hunchaks to stage a march 
in protest in Istanbul. “They gave both the 
Ottoman government and all foreign em- 
bassies forty-eight hours’ advance notice 
and set out their demands, including the 
appointment of a Christian governor gen- 
eral to oversee reforms in eastern Anatolia 
and the right of Armenian villagers to bear 
arms to protect themselves against their 
well-armed Kurdish neighbors,” Rogan 
recounted. 

After violence broke out in the capital 
during the march and 60 peaceful pro- 
testers were killed, the European powers 
protested and Ottoman ruler Abdulhamid 
agreed to reforms in six eastern provinces. 
News of this frightened and enraged the 
Muslim population of those provinces, 
setting the stage for extreme bloodletting. 
Rogan notes, “Within days of the sultan’s 
decree, a new and far more lethal wave of 
massacres swept the towns and villages of 
central and eastern Anatolia. By February 
1896, American missionaries estimated 
that no fewer than 37,000 Armenians had 
been killed and 300,000 left homeless.” 

This bloodshed was but a prelude to 
what was to come. Following the turn 
of the century, increasing warfare and 
internal strife led to Abdulhamid’s over- 
throw in a coup led by the Young Turks. 
Originally believed by all parties in the 
empire to be liberals who promised a 
new age of freedom for all, hopes were 
soon dashed. The Young Turk triumvi- 
rate of Ismail Enver Pasha, Mehmed 
Talaat Pasha, and Ahmed Djemal Pasha 
(“pasha” being an honorary title given 
to military officers upon reaching the 
rank of major general) sought, during 
the hostilities of the First World War, to 
convert the Ottoman Empire into a Turk- 
ish ethnic state. Their hostile eye turned 
particularly to the Armenians, who they 
believed were probably conspiring with 
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the Russians. The regime decided to act 
by murdering every Armenian. 

An order sent by Talaat Pasha, the min- 
ister of the interior, on May 15, 1915 con- 
veys the bloody decision of the regime: 


It has been previously communicated 
that the government by the order of 
the Assembly (Jemiet) has decided 
to exterminate entirely all the Ar- 
menians living in Turkey. Those 
who oppose this order can no longer 
function as part of the government. 
Without regard to women, children 
and invalids, however tragic may be 
the means of transportation, an end 
must be put to their existence. 


Implementation of this order proceeded 
along three avenues. First, able-bodied 
Armenian men were pressed into mili- 
tary service and sent to battlefields where 
they were to meet their deaths both at the 


Memorialized in a movie: Cambodia’s murder of nearly one-third of its population — two million 


hands of the enemy and from “friendly 
fire.” Women, children, the aged, and oth- 
ers were to be deported to the deserts of 
Syria. Most were attacked and murdered 
along the way. A final segment was to be 
inducted into military labor to work to 
supply the Ottoman armies. One of the lat- 
ter was Yervant Alexanian, whose special 
skills (he knew how to play the bugle and 
to sew) made him valuable enough for the 
Ottomans to keep around. 

In his memoir, Forced Into Genocide, 
Yervant recalled what happened to him 
and his family: 


I was officially enlisted into the Ot- 
toman Army on June 10, 1915, just 
weeks before my family was forcibly 
made to take the road of deportation. 
As they marched to their death, I 
began a new life in the workshop of 
the twenty-seventh Kolordu (Army 
Corps) of the Ottoman army.... I 
received permission from the bar- 
racks to accompany my family as far 
as the farthest outskirts of town.... 
After spending one night under the 
stars, the next morning the police- 
men escorting the caravan woke 
everyone up and ordered them to 
march.... The moment of parting had 
now arrived.... It was now my turn 
[to say goodbye]. First, Shushan ... 


mainly urban residents and intellectuals — was done by an army of about 100,000 people. The 
deprivations visited upon the populace were depicted in the movie The Killing Fields in 1984. 
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Cheering disarmament? Researcher R.J. Rummel 
put the number of civilian deaths caused by Mao’s 
dictatorship at 76,702,000. Rummel noted on his 
website that dictators kill and make war mainly 
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embraced me and thanked me for 
defending her when the Turkish boys 
had attacked us many years earlier. 
For a moment, she and I looked into 
each other’s eyes, and in our innocent 
minds, imagined all the things that 
may have been.... Then my mother 
approached me. Tears streaming 
down her cheeks, she kissed both of 
my eyes, caressed my head, and said 
“Good-by my son, take good care of 
yourself.” I was filled with the desire 
to do something to whisk her away 
from the situation, or to go with her 
to protect her. But what could I do?... 
And then, while I watched, the cara- 
van scaled the Kartashlar Yokush 
Hill, their Golgotha, and disappeared 
from view. How can I ever forget that 
last glimpse I caught of them? After 
all these years, it had come to this. 


Yervant lost 51 members of his family 
in the genocide. Total numbers vary, of 
course, but University of Hawaii historian 
R.J. Rummel has done more than nearly 
anyone else to document the history of 
genocide, and he reports the total num- 
ber killed by the purge in Turkey to be 
1,883,000 — deaths that could have been 
avoided if there had not been a disparity 
in power between the Ottoman Turks and 
their unfortunate victims. 


Cambodia 
Never has there been a century as bloody 
as the 20th, at least so far. In each case, 
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“because they can.” China still regularly kills 
dissidents. 
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the genocides perpetrated by tyrants were 
made possible by a power gradient, with 
all the power of government and its arms 
and armaments concentrated in the hands 
of a few elite madmen and their followers 
and arrayed against a helpless, disarmed 
majority. So it was in the Cambodia of the 
Khmer Rouge. 

From the mid-1960s, Cambodia had 
been the locus of more concentrated and 
bloodthirsty government power than any- 
where else on Earth. The prince and ruler, 
Sihanouk, had been deposed, replaced by 
General Lon Nol, something of an anti- 
communist, but terribly bloodthirsty in 
his own right. Sihanouk had joined forc- 
es with the Khmer Rouge, lending them 
greater authority. These were in league 
with the communists from Hanoi. And 
pointed at this horrible mixture was the 
might of the U.S. Air Force. In the middle 
were the powerless majority. The power 
gradient was steep, the outcome terrifying. 
Many thousands died at the hands of Lon 
Nol’s soldiers, under the guns of the com- 
munists, or as unintended victims of the 
massive tonnage of bombs dropped from 
the sky above. 

The disaster can be traced to the 19th 
century. In 1863, in an agreement with 
King Norodom of Cambodia, that nation 
fell under a French protectorate. By 1887, 
France controlled the entire region, known 
as French Indochina, comprised of the 
northern and southern regions of Vietnam, 
Cambodia, and — added in 1893 — Laos. 

The later history of this region is one 


of intense warfare, bloodshed, and tears. 
Much documentation has, as a result, been 
lost. What is known, however, 1s that those 
living under French rule in the region were 
not allowed to have guns, unless they had 
become naturalized French citizens. 

Writing for Colorado’s Independence In- 
stitute, Tien Thuy Dinh, a researcher with 
the organization, noted that during the co- 
lonial period in French Indochina, guns 
were prohibited. He provided an overview 
of Vietnam’s gun-control laws, showing 
the extent of the gun ban by the French. 

In 1925, Tien Thuy Dinh recounted, a 
group of Vietnamese citizens delivered 
“The Wish List of the Vietnamese People” 
to the governor-general of Indochina, then 
Alexandre Varenne. The document asked 
for the governor-general to grant freedom 
to the region’s citizens, including the 
“freedom to bear firearms for hunting or 
for defense of one’s possessions against 
the raids of bandits.” 

This was certainly a request that would 
not be granted. According to the Wash- 
ington Post, the French implemented 
gun laws in France proper in 1939. If the 
French government could move in the 
direction of restricting gun ownership in 
France itself in less than a generation, 
what hope for an alternative policy was 
there for the colonies? 

The long legacy of gun restrictions that 
started in French Indochina left average 
Cambodians defenseless as the carnage of 
the late 1960s turned into the ruthless geno- 
cide of the 1970s. “Had the Cambodian 
civilians of the 1970s been as well-armed 
as American civilians are, it is far from ob- 
vious that the Khmer Rouges, whose army 
numbered less than one hundred thousand 
troops, could have murdered as many as 
they did,” noted Daniel D. Polsby and Don 
B. Kates, Jr. in the Washington University 
Law Review in 1997. 

Even though their victims were already 
largely unarmed due to decades of gun- 
control measures, the Khmer Rouge took 
pains to make sure of the fact. The “Khmer 
Rouge leadership wanted to make sure and 
took the extraordinary precaution of a na- 
tionwide house-to-house, hut-to-hut search 
to confirm that the country was indeed de- 
fenseless,” noted Polsby and Kates. 

Rather incredibly, the initial result of the 
Khmer Rouge takeover was the expulsion 
of people from the cities. Phnom Penh was 
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In each case, the genocides perpetrated by tyrants were made possible 


by a power gradient, with all the power of government and its arms and 


armaments concentrated in the hands of a few elite madmen and their 


followers and arrayed against a helpless, disarmed majority. 


depopulated because the Khmer Rouge be- 
lieved it was corrupt and in need of cleans- 
ing. They “ordered everyone out of the city 
at gunpoint. In this and in all newly occu- 
pied cities and towns, the order to evacuate 
was implacable. Everyone. All 2 million 
to almost 3 million in the capital, and in 
the days following perhaps 200,000 in Bat- 
tambang, 130,000 in Svay Rieng, 60,000 
in Kompong Chhnang, 60,000 in Kompong 
Speu, 50,000 in Siem Reap, and so on,” re- 
counted R.J. Rummel of the dreadful event. 
No longer would there be a “corrupt” 
city elite. Everyone — assuming they lived, 
of course — would labor, communally, in 
the fields. Still many, many were enemies 
of the people. These would need to die. 
But perhaps death was a liberation, hor- 
rible as that may seem. A common slogan 
heard throughout Pol Pot’s Cambodian 
death regime was, “Losing you is not a 


loss, and keeping you is no specific gain.” 
Life had no value. Torture was common, as 
was cannibalism. Anyone could be killed 
for almost any reason. Cattle were treated 
better than people. Indeed, “On occasion,” 
recounts the French scholar Jean-Louis 
Margolin in The Black Book of Commu- 
nism, “the Khmer Rouge really did put into 
practice their constantly repeated threat to 
use human bodies as fertilizer for the rice 
fields. ‘Men and women were often killed 
to make fertilizer. They were buried in mass 
graves located near the crop fields, particu- 
larly where manioc was being grown. Often 
when you pulled out the manioc roots you 
would pull up a human bone that the roots 
had grown down into.”” 

The macabre behavior in Cambodia is 
too gruesome to recount in detail. In total, 
according to Rummel, more than two mil- 
lion people, out of a population of probably 


Thinking twice about taking Switzerland: Though Germany had defeated France, Belgium, 
Luxembourg, and the Netherlands in just six weeks, it balked at invading tiny Switzerland, largely 
because of widespread Swiss ownership of guns and Swiss marksmanship. 
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a little more than seven million, died in what 
he termed “‘the hell state” of Cambodia. 


Concentrates and Dispersions 
“Political power grows out of the barrel of 
a gun,” said the tyrant and mass murderer 
Mao Tse-tung. “All things grow out of the 
barrel of a gun.” 

Concentrating power in the hands of 
the state, anywhere it happened in the 
20th century, created extreme power gra- 
dients, with those on the disempowered 
side of the gradient facing extermina- 
tion. The communists were the greatest 
concentrators of power, as alluded to by 
Mao. The Chinese communists he led 
killed more than 76 million, according to 
Rummel’s count. That number may even 
be conservative. 

Mao was only putting into practice what 
he saw the Soviets had perfected. They 
killed nearly as many. “Probably almost 62 
million people, nearly 54,800,000 of them 
citizens, have been murdered by the Com- 
munist Party — the government — of the 
Soviet Union,” Rummel wrote in his Death 
by Government. 

All these people, innocents murdered, 
were defenseless in the face of overwhelm- 
ing government power. 

The Nazis, oddly enough, provide us 
with a counterpoint — their behavior to- 
ward a well-armed populace. The Nazis 
killed everyone they viewed as undesirable 
or as enemies of their regime, murdering 
millions of Jews and others. Meanwhile, 
they sought to create a larger Germany, and 
to unify ethnically German regions of Cen- 
tral and Eastern Europe. Not surprisingly, 
then, one of the nations they coveted was 
Switzerland, a nation that seemingly would 
have been an easy target for Hitler’s forces. 
Crucially, however, Switzerland was never 
invaded. The reason, at least in part, was 
because the tiny mountain nation was indi- 
vidually well armed. 

Nonetheless, the Swiss position in 
the first years of World War II could not 
have been more precarious. France had 
fallen, and skilled and hardened German 
forces were poised everywhere near the 
Swiss frontier. For their part, the Swiss 
army — commanded by General Henry 
Guisan, one of the era’s best leaders — 
was heavily outclassed and outnumbered. 
The Germans, meanwhile, were planning 
“Operation Tannenbaum,” the invasion 
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of Switzerland. The invasion plans 
were also being coordinated with 
the Italians. The Germans thought 
they might be able to defeat the 
Swiss militarily in two or three 
days, depending on the forces used. 

But they never invaded. As to 
why, opinions vary, and each rea- 
son has some validity. Hitler at one 
point forbade it, thinking there was 
no advantage in gaining the country. 
After the fall of France, a shocked 
and frightened Switzerland was 
more willing to engage in diplo- 
macy, perhaps influencing Hitler’s 
decision. Still, the Swiss army was 
not insignificant, and, more impor- 
tantly, the Swiss people were armed 
and certainly would be willing to 
fight back from their mountains. 
The Reich likely couldn’t spare the 
time and forces for a fight with the 
Swiss, either, given the impending 
invasion of Russia. 

Stephen Halbrook, whose work 
on the history of Swiss armed neu- 
trality in World War II is indispens- 
able, noted in The Swiss and the 
Nazis that Switzerland is and has 
been a porcupine bristling with small 
arms against outside invaders. It’s been 
that way for centuries. Once, famously, it 
defended itself with pikemen; by the 20th 
century, the pikemen had become among 
the world’s best marksmen. 

“In Switzerland, not only was every 
able-bodied man enrolled in the militia 
army, even youngsters and old men were 
issued rifles,” Holbrook notes. “These lat- 
ter were also encouraged to join Ortswehr 
units and wear an armband so that, under 
the terms of the Hague Convention, they 
would have rights as uniformed combat- 
ants if an invasion occurred. When the war 
broke out, as Ortswehr member Max Jufer 
remembers, older men and young boys 
alike shook their fists and exclaimed, ‘We 
shall hit them. We will kill seven before 
we are killed.’ If paratroopers came, Jufer 
was sure Ortswehr members would have 
picked them off in the air.” 

It appears that the Nazis were aware of 
the potential for stout resistance from the 
Swiss. Brigadier General Bernhard von 
Lossberg was assigned to plan an alterna- 
tive attack on Switzerland. According to 
Halbrook, Lossberg wrote that he expect- 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Father knows best: The “Father of the Constitution,” James 
Madison, warned that Americans should never give up their 
right to bear arms in case the federal government became 

too overbearing. 


ed strong resistance from the well-armed 
Swiss: “We recognized that the mountain- 
habituation and the freedom-loving char- 
acter of the troops would make for stub- 
born resistance and probably also later 
small wars to contend with.” 

Despite its seemingly precarious posi- 
tion in 1940, what saved the Swiss was 
the fact that, armed as it was throughout 
its civilian population, there was not a 
sufficient power gradient between the 
Wehrmacht and the intended victim. The 
power of the gun, dispersed throughout the 
Swiss population, prevented a Nazi suc- 
cess and the extension of their atrocities 
to yet another nation. 

The history of the 20th century, more 
than any other, demonstrates that the weak 
are easily preyed upon by the strong. The 
dispersion of power, of which guns are a 
significant part, is essential in preventing 
deadly concentrations of political power. 

None other than James Madison, who 
perhaps more than anyone else sought to 
eliminate power gradients in political or- 
ganization, recognized this fact. 

In The Federalist, No. 46, he framed 


what to him was a fantastical no- 
tion, imagining a scenario in which 
the federal government might 
someday have a standing army with 
the resources of the whole nation 
behind it, and might turn that army 
upon the states and the people. He 
argued that the people, if armed, 
would be able to resist. 

“The state governments, with 
the people on their side, would be 
able to repel the danger,” he wrote. 
Against such an army, he contin- 
ued, “would be opposed a militia 
... with arms in their hands.” Un- 
like most other governments, who 
wouldn’t trust their people to be 
armed, Madison noted, the Ameri- 
cans bearing arms form “a barrier 
against the enterprises of ambition, 
more insurmountable than any 
which a simple government of any 
form can admit of.” 

He also pointed out that the 
might of the British Empire had 
been turned against the colonies 
and, properly armed, the American 
people were able to defend them- 
selves, and even win their freedom, 
against what was then the world’s 
preeminent superpower. 

Madison was right, and the history of 
the preceding century demonstrates the 
accuracy of his insight, that an armed 
populace is an impediment to tyranny. He 
and the other Founders sought to create a 
system of constitutional government that 
was both limited in scope and had its pow- 
ers, such as they were, dispersed among 
three branches, the remaining powers re- 
served to the states and the people. And 
the people were to be armed, not for hunt- 
ing or for sport, but to ensure the continual 
dispersal of power. 

Madison, Jefferson, and several of the 
other Founders knew that concentration of 
power, and a monopoly on weaponry in 
the hands of the state, was the recipe for 
tyranny. The enormous crimes of the past 
century prove they were right. 

Concentrating political power, and 
granting government a monopoly on arms, 
is a most dangerous formula. In a century 
or so of what he termed “democide,” R.J. 
Rummel counted nearly 170 million peo- 
ple killed by their own governments. 

Their deaths are a warning. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Buyer and Seller Beware 


An increasingly common crime involves 
criminals posting fake items for sale on- 
line to lure unwitting victims to come 
to a specified location with cash. In this 
particular story, the intended victim had 
a permit to carry a firearm, which com- 
pletely changed the outcome for the 
would-be criminal. 

TwinCities.com reported on March 23 
about how 18-year-old Kendrick Johnta- 
vious Maddox of Minneapolis arranged a 
meeting in a parking lot in St. Paul, Minne- 
sota, allegedly to sell an iPhone for $500. 
The sale was apparently arranged on Face- 
book, where Maddox went by the screen 
name “Elo DaGreat” and posted photos of 
himself holding an iPhone. The 39-year- 
old “buyer” soon learned that there wasn’t 
a phone for sale and that Maddox had 
tricked him. After the victim pulled into 
the parking lot and met Maddox, Maddox 
pulled out a gun and demanded the $500 
cash. The man complied and handed the 
money over, but then pulled out his fire- 
arm and shot Maddox in the ankle. The 
injured Maddox ran from the scene, while 
the victim quickly dialed 911. Maddox 
was arrested at a nearby medical facility 
where he went for treatment for the gun- 
shot wound, and was soon charged with 
first-degree aggravated robbery. St. Paul 
police spokesman Sergeant Mike Ernster 
told TwinCities.com that investigators 
are looking into whether Maddox was 
involved in other similar crimes. Ernster 
also said that they’ve seen an increase in 
this type of robbery. 

In an unrelated incident a few days later, 
a robber shot a man after the two of them 
met for a planned sale of a cellphone in St. 
Paul’s Macalester-Groveland area. This 
“sale” was arranged on Craigslist, but it 
too was a ruse to rob someone. Unfortu- 
nately, the victim was not armed in this 
case, and the suspect was successful in 
carrying out the robbery. 

Sergeant Ernster said, “Nowadays, it’s 
buyer and seller beware.... As people ar- 
range to buy or sell things online, they 
should watch for red flags — items that 
are significantly below market value, out- 
of-the-way meeting locations, or sellers/ 
buyers that change the meeting location 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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frequently.” Regarding online sales, Ern- 
ster recommended that potential buyers 
arrange to meet the sellers in the parking 
lot of the nearest police station. 


“I Got a Big Gun Now” 


Fox30 reported out of Jacksonville, Flor- 
ida, on March 13 about a burglary victim 
who fought back. The incident unfolded 
when two armed men forced their way 
into a man’s house at gunpoint. Fortu- 
nately, the homeowner had a small .380 
handgun in his pocket, which he pulled out 
and fired at the suspects, hitting one of the 
men. The homeowner told Fox30 that he 
then ran and retrieved a larger handgun. “I 
shot him once, then I got my other gun and 
said I got a big gun now,” he said. The sus- 
pects fled the scene, but the injured man 
collapsed nearby. The police soon arrived, 
and the injured suspect was transported to 
a nearby medical facility. Authorities are 
still searching for the second suspect. 


Targeting a Navy Veteran 


Fox13 reported on February 22 about a 
veteran who was attacked by a deranged 
criminal on the front steps of his house. 
Seventy-one-year-old Carmelo Marchese, 
who served in the Navy in Vietnam, was 
home alone in Lecanto, Florida, when he 
heard a loud knocking on his door late 
at night. Marchese’s dog began bark- 
ing loudly at the sound of the knocking. 
Marchese went to the door to see who it 
could be, and when he opened the door, a 
stranger attacked him. 

The home-invasion suspect, later iden- 
tified by police as 36-year-old Joshua 
Bernard, shoved Marchese and tried grab- 
bing him by his neck. Marchese grabbed 
a nearby firearm and shot Bernard in the 
chest. Marchese later told Fox13 that he 
“was honestly and truly in fear for [his] 
life” and that the encounter was a “life- 
and-death situation.” Marchese said he 
warned Bernard what would happen if he 
didn’t stop, but Bernard ignored him. “I 
had warned him prior. I did everything 
I was supposed to do,” Marchese told 
Fox13, adding that “this is my house, not 
his.” Marchese said it was unfortunate 


that he was forced to shoot Bernard, but 
that he didn’t feel any remorse: “I don’t 
feel bad about it. I don’t feel bad. This 
guy was a bad guy. How many other peo- 
ple has he hurt? I don’t know but he’s off 
the street, that’s all that counts.” 

The Citrus County Sheriff’s Office said 
Bernard has a long criminal record, in- 
cluding a prior history of burglary, and that 
he was recently released from jail. Bernard 
received medical treatment for his gunshot 
wound and has been charged with burglary 
and with battery on a person older than 65. 


Convicted Felon Killed 


A violent crime ended in death when an 
armed homeowner fatally shot one of 
two men who burglarized his house. Fox 
News reported on March 29 about a home 
invasion in Nashville in which criminals 
attempted to burglarize a house that they 
had burglarized two months earlier. 

The Metro Nashville Police Department 
said that two men entered a house through 
a back door and hit a woman who lived 
there. The woman’s husband came run- 
ning to her rescue, and was hit on the head 
from behind. The blow was so serious that 
it fractured the man’s skull. The two bur- 
glars demanded firearms that the husband 
kept in a safe. The injured husband com- 
plied with their requests and gave the guns 
to the men, who then left the house. 

Looking for his wife, who had run to a 
neighbor’s house, the husband retrieved 
another loaded pistol and exited the 
house, only to run into the two burglars 
again. The husband was prepared this 
time, and fired at the two men, hitting 
one of them. The other suspect ran from 
the scene and is still being sought by au- 
thorities. The wounded suspect died from 
his injuries and was later identified as a 
convicted felon who had recently been 
arrested for felony meth possession for 
resale and unlawful gun possession, and 
who had earlier convictions for auto bur- 
glary, attempted burglary, felony theft, 
and aggravated assault. The deceased 
suspect was also identified as a suspect 
in an earlier robbery at the same house, 
in which a TV was stolen. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Losing the 
Illegal Alien Fight 


ITEM: Time magazine, dated March 19, 
features a cover story asserting that the 
Trump administration’s “immigration 
policy is splitting families and spreading 
fear.” The magazine, while acknowledg- 
ing (in the fine type) that “Trump is de- 
porting fewer undocumented immigrants 
than Obama,” highlights the message that 
the “new approach has led to a surge of 
arrests.” Continues Time. “A major con- 
sequence of this new policy has been an 
explosion of fear among immigrant com- 
munities, which are reacting not so much 
to the spiking number of arrests but to the 
apparent randomness of the roundups.” 
ITEM: So-called sanctuary cities have is- 
sued policies that place limits on the extent 
to which local law-enforcement officials 
should comply with federal immigration 
authorities. A current online (undated) spe- 
cial report carried by MSNBC maintains 
that in “the spirit of America’s founding 
principles as a nation of immigrants, sanc- 
tuary cities act as a protective shield, stand- 
ing in the way of federal efforts to pinpoint 
and deport people at random.” 

ITEM: An article in the left-wing Nation 
magazine for March 9 brands the Immi- 
gration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), 
a federal government law-enforcement 
agency under the jurisdiction of the De- 
partment of Homeland Security, as a 
“mass-deportation strike force.” 

The article by Sean McElwee goes on to 
say: “Groups like Indivisible Project and 
the Center for Popular Democracy have 
also called for defunding ICE. Brand New 
Congress, a progressive PAC, has the pro- 
posal in its immigration platform. ‘ICE is 
terrorizing American communities right 
now,’ said Angel Padilla, policy director 
of the Indivisible Project. ‘They’re going 
into schools, entering hospitals, conduct- 
ing massive raids, and separating children 
from parents every day. We are funding 
those activities, and we need to use all the 
leverage we have to stop it.’” 

Moreover, says the piece, “The call to 
abolish ICE is, above all, a demand for the 
Democratic Party to begin seriously resist- 
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Sanctuary cities: Even though every illegal immigrant is breaking federal law just by being in the 
country and many are violent felons — and studies show they cost the country in excess of $100 
billion per year — some localities prevent their deportation. New York has some 500,000 illegals. 


ing an unbridled white-supremacist surveil- 
lance state that it had a hand in creating.” 
Item: Writing in the Philadelphia Inquirer 
newspaper for March 15, staff columnist 
Will Bunch asserts: “The conduct of ICE 
and its first cousin, the Border Patrol, has 
been arguably the darkest moral stain on 
the sometimes comical but too often dia- 
bolical Trump era.” 

He goes on to refer to the “legal frame- 
work for an immigration police state,” 
which is, he says, “led by a president 
elected largely on a xenophobic screed 
and chants of ‘Build the Wall.’” ICE has 
become, he insists, “a rogue agency that 
not only has virtually no boundaries for 
whom it rounds up, detains and sends back 
to sometimes life-threatening scenarios, but 
is increasingly accountable to no one.”’ 
CorRECTION: U.S. Immigration and Cus- 
toms Enforcement, lest there be any mis- 
understanding and in the off chance that 
there are those who believe the hyperbol- 
ic exaggerations of the political extreme 
Left, is really not the Gestapo. 

Rather, ICE is a U.S. government 
law-enforcement agency that enforces 
federal laws governing border control, 
customs, trade, and immigration. The 
agency was created in 2003, with a 
merger of some of the responsibilities of 
the (then) U.S. Customs Service and the 


Immigration and Naturalization Service. 
The underlying disputes rest on the fact 
that there are many influential people and 
groups, elected and otherwise, who want 
to inflict the United States with “open bor- 
ders,” at least when it is convenient to their 
interests or current quarrels. They can and 
often do choose sides — backing either 
state or federal authorities in their various 
arguments — when it is expedient. 

In 2012, for instance, the Department 
of Justice under Barack Obama sued Ari- 
zona because it didn’t like that state’s in- 
terpretation on immigration; these days, it 
is the Trump administration’s DOJ that is 
suing California. This latter development 
comes after a number of cities there (and 
in other states, as well) have decided to 
shield illegal aliens from federal immigra- 
tion authorities. In California, a law signed 
by Governor Jerry Brown designates Cali- 
fornia as a “sanctuary state.” The move, 
among other points, says police cannot ask 
individuals about their immigration status 
or take part in some federal immigration 
enforcement activities. 

Various courts will be squabbling over 
these aspects for a good while, and there is 
no space to delve into all of the various fed- 
eral/state jurisdictional nuances here. That 
said, there are plenty of political and media 
misrepresentations in need of correction. 
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The situation is, after all, a major prob- 
lem. Depending on who is doing the count- 
ing (and making the definitions), there are 
about 11 million illegal immigrants living 
in the United States. (The Federation of 
American Immigration Reform, or FAIR, 
puts the number at 12.5 million.) While 
totals have been dropping compared to 
a decade ago, most covering the subject 
agree that around 300,000-400,000 new il- 
legal immigrants are arriving in the coun- 
try each year. 

All of this is costly, in several regards. 
FAIR, for instance, calculated last fall that 
taxpayers pay “approximately $8,075 per 
illegal alien family member and a total of 
$115,894,597,664. The total cost of ille- 
gal immigration to U.S. taxpayers is both 
staggering and crippling. In 2013, FAIR 
estimated the total cost to be approximate- 
ly $113 billion. So, in under four years, the 
cost has risen nearly $3 billion.” 

Breaking down the expenses, FAIR es- 
timates that the federal government spends 


a net amount of $45.8 billion [per 
year] on illegal aliens and their U.S.- 
born children. This amount includes 
expenditures for public education, 
medical care, justice enforcement 
initiatives, welfare programs and 
other miscellaneous costs. It also 
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factors in the meager amount illegal 
aliens pay to the federal government 
in income, social security, Medicare 
and excise taxes. 


Crimes and their repercussions add to the 
costs. A report issued in December 2017 
by the Department of Justice and the De- 
partment of Homeland Security revealed 
that there were almost 40,000 known or 
suspected aliens then in federal prisons. It 
noted that one in five of all of those in Bu- 
reau of Prisons custody were foreign-born, 
with about 94 percent of confirmed aliens 
in custody being unlawfully present. 

How does that square with claims by 
open-border proponents and many in the 
mainstream media who repeatedly in- 
sist that immigrants are not as likely to 
commit crimes as Americans born in this 
country? The answer: They don’t tell all 
the relevant facts. As noted by Maria Es- 
pinoza of the Remembrance Project: “To 
mislead the public, the left perverts the 
results of studies that suggest that ‘im- 
migrants’ commit less crime, and delib- 
erately and intentionally lumps in legal 
aliens with illegal aliens, who are the 
criminals.” 

Following the release of the DOJ/DHS 
report, Attorney General Jeff Sessions 
summarized its findings, noting that: 


EY | THINK WE CAN JUST LET p 


HIM GO...DON'T YOU? 


Nearly 95 percent of confirmed aliens 
in our federal prisons are here ille- 
gally. We know based on sentencing 
data that non-citizens commit a sub- 
stantially disproportionate number of 
drug-related offenses, which contrib- 
utes to our national drug abuse crisis. 
The simple fact is that any offense 
committed by a criminal alien is ulti- 
mately preventable. One victim is too 
many. It’s time for Congress to enact 
the President’s immigration reform 
agenda so that we start welcoming 
the best and brightest while turning 
away drug dealers, gang members, 
and other criminals. 


Yet, the pro-illegal crowd is doing its 
best to shield offenders, with some push- 
ing tactics that even have forced police 
in “sanctuary” cities not to make certain 
arrests. And as has been noted by the 
Washington Times, “Another option is to 
reduce criminal penalties” so that immi- 
grants convicted of some offenses “don’t 
rise to the level of being targets for de- 
portation.” (Cited was Denver — where 
some sentences have been reduced to a 
maximum of 364 days rather than a full 
year. That deliberate change of a single 
day, reported the paper, “drops those of- 
fenders lower on the federal deportation 
priority list.”) 

The upshot may result, as pointed out 
by a spokesman for the Center for Immi- 
gration Studies, in the creation of more 
lenient rules for illegal immigrants — 
in essence discriminating against legal 
American citizens. 

In a related point, columnist Deroy 
Murdock suggests that it might be more 
accurate, and could change the nature of 
the debate for conservatives, to refer to 
“sanctuary cities” as “fugitive cities.” 

As it is, California is breaking federal 
laws with the blessing of its governor. For 
example, 18 U.S. Code § 1071 stipulates 
that it is “an offense to harbor or conceal 
any person for whose arrest a warrant or 
process has been issued, so as to prevent 
the fugitive’s discovery and arrest.” In 
addition, 8 U.S. Code § 1324 prohibits 
sheltering illegal aliens from authorities. 
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Such federal laws, say “progressives,” 
don’t apply to them. 

In March, during a White House round- 
table, acting ICE Director Tom Homan 
pointed out that so-called sanctuary poli- 
cies “are being used by criminal organiza- 
tions in Mexico and Central America. It’s a 
selling tactic for them to get the smuggled 
aliens to a sanctuary jurisdiction, where 
even local law enforcement won’t cooper- 
ate with ICE, thereby bankrolling the very 
criminal organizations that smuggle these 
aliens, or bankrolling the very criminal or- 
ganizations that have killed Border Patrol 
agents and special agents.” 

Homan’s pointed remarks deserve quot- 
ing in extenso. As he put it: 


I want to be clear on sanctuary poli- 
cies. ICE isn’t asking local law en- 
forcement to be ICE officers. We don’t 
want them out making vehicle stops, 
asking immigration questions. What 
we want them to do is give federal 
law enforcement officers unfettered 
access to a county jail to take custody 
of somebody that’s in the country il- 
legally and yet commit another crime 
against a citizen of this country. 


The acting director denied the repeated ac- 
cusations that its agents were rounding up 
people indiscriminately. Homan told the 
law-enforcement officials in attendance: 


Everybody we arrest is a targeted 
enforcement operation. We know ex- 
actly who we’re going to arrest and 
exactly where we’re going to find 
them, most of the time.... 

In fiscal year 2017, for example, 
for those people that say we don’t 
prioritize re-arrest, 81 percent of all 
aliens we arrested in California last 
year were convicted criminals. We 
also prioritize fugitives and aliens 
who have illegally re-entered the 
United States, which is a felony by 
the mere fact of re-entering after 
being formally removed. 

But let me be clear: As I’ve said 
many times, it’s a crime to enter this 
state — enter the United States il- 
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Just another cost: U.S. Attorney General Jeff Sessions is trying to take away federal funding for 
crime fighting for illegal-alien sanctuary communities, such as Baltimore (shown here). 


legally. It’s under the Title 8 code, 
and ICE officers shouldn’t be con- 
demned because they’re upholding 
their sworn oath and enforcing the 
laws that Congress enacted. 


Meanwhile, the charges of “racism” and 
“white supremacy” are being thrown out 
when it comes to the debate over immigra- 
tion, legal or illegal. The accusation tends 
to cloud reasoned discussion and muddies 
the issue. 

Nonetheless, there are several stud- 
ies that have demonstrated that it is black 
Americans who have suffered in particu- 
lar from increased immigration. One such 
study about the social effects of immigra- 
tion in the United States by Cornell Uni- 
versity Professor Vernon Briggs concluded: 
“No racial or ethnic group has benefited 
less or been harmed more than the nation’s 
African-American community.” The catch 
phrase that “black lives matter,” useful 
when it comes to wrangles with police, 
somehow gets ignored in this case. 

Meanwhile, at the federal legislative 
level, erstwhile vows by Speaker Paul Ryan 
and Senate Majority Leader Mitch McCon- 
nell about funding the U.S. border wall with 
Mexico disappeared into the memory hole. 


When it came to the most recent “om- 
nibus” bill in Congress — a 2,300-page 
monstrosity written in secret by the GOP 
and Democrat leaders that was (among 
other points) supposed to crack down 
on illegal immigration and include con- 
siderable funding for President Trump’s 
wall on the porous southern border — 
those key items were dropped. It was 
passed less than 24 hours after the huge 
bill was made public. Nonetheless, all 
too many Republicans, and the president 
himself, went along with it. For what it 
is worth, when Trump put his signature 
on the $1.3 trillion legislation on March 
23, he said would never sign such a bill 
in the future. 

“It’s almost like President Obama is 
still President,” said a spokeswoman for 
Numbers USA, an immigration-reduction 
organization. “The Republicans did not 
get a single win on immigration, Trump’s 
top priority.” 

The Democrats’ congressional leaders 
understandably gloated. The clear losers 
are law-abiding taxpaying American citi- 
zens; the winners are the wall’s opponents 
and illegal aliens — the millions here now 
and the multitude to follow. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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STOP Funding the Revolution! 


S we write, a num- 
ber of subversive, 
revolutionary move- 


ments are surging — literally 
and figuratively — across 
the political landscape. A 
“caravan” of more than 1,000 
Central American activists 
has been marching north 
across Mexico, headed for 
the United States. Report- 
edly, they intend to cross il- 
legally into the United States, 
demand asylum, and meet up 
with DACA/Dreamer activ- 
ists and “immigrant rights” 
groups, with the aim of creat- 
ing another PR headache for 
President Trump. 

On another front, hundreds of thousands of “student activ- 
ists” have been protesting in Washington, D.C., and elsewhere, 
demanding severe new restrictions on the right to keep and bear 
arms. Ignited by the February 14 Parkland high-school massacre, 
they are being led and directed by adult extremists in the radical 
gun-control movement — and lavished with obscene amounts of 
television face time, courtesy of the Fake News media. In addi- 
tion to providing a coordinated assault on the Second Amend- 
ment, the murder of 17 students is being exploited to galvanize 
support for the movement to lower the voting age to 16 years. 

In addition, massive demonstrations are once again underway 
for Earth Day (April 22), on which all the hysterical Left will 
demand that President Trump save us from global warming and 
take the United States back into the UN’s Paris accord on climate 
change (even though he hasn’t actually taken us out of it yet). 

Meanwhile, marches continue for “transgender rights,” and 
protests over the Trump administration’s efforts to ban trans- 
gender people from serving in the military join with lawsuits 
launched by the ACLU to keep the Obama transgender rules 
in place. And on another front, the police shooting of Stephon 
Clark in Sacramento on March 18 has rekindled the BlackLives- 
Matter demonstrations. 

The violent anti-Trump activities of Antifa, Indivisible, and 
other “resistance” groups have somewhat subsided and drifted 
out of the headlines over the past several months, but the strident 
militancy of many of the new, younger recruits gives pretty fair 
indication that we will be facing renewed attacks by Mao-styled 
Red Guards in the near future. David Hogg, the media-anointed, 
potty-mouthed Parkland student, is — at present — the most 
prominent of the new crop of Che Guevara wannabes who are 
leading the clenched-fist brigades of adolescent revolutionaries 
vowing to “change the world.” 

It can appear overwhelming, at times, as if mass insanity is 
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spreading like an unstoppable 
plague everywhere. How- 
ever, rather than succumbing 
to despair, it is important to 
realize that all of these mili- 
tant “movements” are really 
hollow facades . They mas- 
querade under the rubric of 
“grassroots organizing” but 
are completely synthetic As- 
troTurf. Without the vast sup- 
port network of professional 
agitators supported by enor- 
mous infusions of cash from 
tax-exempt foundations, all 
of these phony “movements” 
would utterly collapse. They 
are extremely vulnerable. 

Consider, for instance, 
Pueblo Sin Fronteras (Spanish for People Without Borders), the 
group organizing and leading the migration caravan through 
Mexico. It is part of the larger “open borders” lobby led by Sin 
Fronteras [.A.P, a Mexico City-based organization that has re- 
ceived millions of dollars from the MacArthur Foundation and 
other globalist foundations. Many of these foundations, such as 
the Ford, Rockefeller, and Soros foundations, have long records 
of supporting left-wing groups in general, and migration agita- 
tors in particular. These professional “community organizers” 
all depend on foundation funding for their life’s blood; they 
would dry up and blow away without it. 

The same goes for March for Our Lives, the anti-gun rights 
militants represented by David Hogg and his fellow newly mint- 
ed media darlings. As we have reported, they are funded by bil- 
lionaire Michael Bloomberg and other deep-pocketed activists 
and organized by the professional gun-control lobbyists. 

There are thousands of these radical organizations — at the 
local, state, regional, national, and international levels — that 
comprise a huge revolutionary network. Combined with gener- 
ous, sympathetic promotion by the liberal-left “news” media, 
they project a false image of broad, popular support. But they 
are fake populists fronting for world-government elitists. They 
are demolishing our civilization piece by piece. The globalists 
who have been funding this chaos for most of the past cen- 
tury are simultaneously building their New World Order on the 
rubble their agents have caused. President Trump and Congress 
must cut off the tax-exempt funding that keeps the revolution 
going. The president can begin by having the Department of Jus- 
tice and the IRS investigate and prosecute foundation officials 
for their most obvious illegal, subversive funding activities. The 
financing of this massive enemy fifth column will not cease un- 
less and until some of these malefactors start going to jail and 
the big foundations start losing their tax-exempt status. ll 
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We Need Your Help to Expose the Deep State! 
Alex Newman does a masterful job of exposing major forces within and behind the 
Deep State in just a handful of articles. Help educate others, so they can see today’s 
machinations of the Deep State that threatens to derail not only President Trump’s 
agenda, but limited government altogether! 


Order extra copies of the magazine or get it as a Kindle e-book! 
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